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3tfU^5RT 

^ 25 -ajjT, 2002 

1975^ WRT 8( T3) ^ TfTST RferT (Hftllil IfiT 33ftT?TR 3flT 

1997(f^?^?R^^ V,HJ fr3 fl PpW I <ft>ft iS3T W%)3? foPT-S % 3ftrf*T 



mcFf.fa. 47i(3T).—srfaPm, 197s, sfk ^ arftran sfa 

f^TJt) PdlTnqpfi, 1997^«TR^'wft^;i 

("3>) Ufttim 

HTT71 $ % 3fTT*n7t % 4PT»T TSjiWPT ’'STT^' HSTTNrl -frftw 14-03-2002 UTTd f^RT 

RR «TT sftr »TOT % 3TOimT , ’I OoPR 3 21-3-2000 ^Rt f^RTfFTT «1T I STT^T RfVff 

3IKT rfl7l3\5 ^faPRTtf 26-4-2002 3T47 3R%f^R3P7pT'4iT%%%'3; *ft, 31*1^ : — 

(i) 

3iMM^/Udl4rll 4 ill J I 

(i) "st. (tPs^n) fa., "5^ 

(ii) RnPlC'S, 9ci<ni4, i j,'’HI<1 

(lii) fa^f'i'W 3154^1^1^ 

civ) 1 3Tftsr'tf?RT fcT. (\fa%0 %*ft. fa.), ^PTJ* 

(v) ‘tPjRi tjts cpuPwro fa., wra 
(vt ) ^ 5) iRn-si^d HT. fa., 

(Vii ) HI DtSI "\Hrl-W 1^5 Ml ^ll H < fa, 3 —1 [4, *3. H. 

(V’iii) HR3 '3R3H ioHrlei^c-H 'DCITitii 

(ix) fa., SRSPBriT 
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(x) -SoO $^R-$3TeT 4%RT ETO fcfO, 

(xi) W4 fcTO, 

(xii) jrro fcTO, #*Tej? 

(xiii) 3rto4W feTO, 

(xiv) ^4 ^5^4 

(xv) vdd4q 4^ ^ 

(xvi) 4to4o w 4s ^to, 

(xvii) 4*toe?r, 

(xviii) \34f <£to?+i, g*srt 

(xix) yfacMid 4^ ^0, 

(xx) 3TRW c^fiicbcH ebRifRvn, 

(xxi) q4?T towfl 4 nmY^h, 

(xxii) 44r 

(xxiii) 4too ^tor/g^rf 

tocK P 

(i) '5T5# ^0 fcTO, WTPT 

(ii) cfi(4dbei 

(iii) #r4 ^to^o, 4f4sm 

(iv) FT^T cM4cbd cMnnV^M, 4lto 


(i) <£tod ^Riw, 44 

(ii) ^tor ^4<tcRd 

2. 3rtor 34? wydT^eft Rm vm c*r 4 4 4rto 4t ^ 44 f44to 4?fr sto 

4f^m, 4H toft, WEff, chlRiJI 3TR04o, ^o4o, 3Flto MHi\$ 4t M toft f^TH 

v3t=c| 141 j il/^ci m i -ffi 4 Rf4? 3fft 2j4to 4 tt, itr?t 4 8j4to anto ^t mRiPiRih^r, 
toft 4r 4t 44t ?Tf eft I 

3. c&tocH ^H^cbi a4? toft irr, ftftore ^rt 3et4 btr srjtt tol ft> 
teR TERI ^ ^T 3T54«T fto ERT SE I Rtod ^FEI ^ 4t ?4l4>K '3R fcTOT W 8TT 

s4? 4ftto wtor 4T dd^K ?jr to tot sn I 


4. to^ 14.3.2002 4 4rto 34? TRdldcft 4 ^3 tR RlHplRad TST^RT 4 5TTO |E? 4 I 
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vTdllgcb 

dfoeMI$ ^TElW^T feTO (€t%eT). 
3imuia)/vj4^q^ii \ 3 uh 1 

(i) 3RJR feTO, elid'dK ?pRRT‘ 

(ii) f&stfoRr ^ a**KMid* 

(iii) ^f%RT feTO (WmT ^ft feTO) <t>H^ 

(iv) *IR?T v3RReT ^RKliJel chdehdl* 

(v) TRTeTST^ 3TT0 feTO, * 

(vi) «RTTeT 'Tteft ^f%RT 5TT0 feTO, 4>eRbdl* 

(vii) te^T tf^FT 5TT0 feTO, 

(viii) SRlfeT <£ftebefl feTO, 

(ix) cfPT^r JTTO feTO, eFT^T* 

(x) «r^T 
* cpRRTeT T TP2T I T ^ 

PUlfdth 

(i) ^fft ^0 feTO, WTRT 

(ii) 3t cfrftW -3JW 

(iii) TfreTcf TPfpr «lfe^1ilH 

(iv) IHcIT eFrtecT emwft?FT, <bff^JI 

TffTt%T?PT 


c^ftcbd ifS^d : cRt 

5. 'jpef t T5cTTeT fen? 3TFT?^> 'tl+isfl ^ T?>t "Pf aft 3fR ^T ^TRf ^ 

feT 1 ? artorfM ^ ^eT ^ tRc^ \Jt*TT^> ^ nft'ti'tl ^rt ^fftT Pt^i cjt I vTfcT hR elief 35T 

f^RT^f ^c| ^TW5 R5t f^TT *RTT SJT 3fR flWIMH ftqt£ ^ ^ ^ffcT ^l4(uH# itfT?eT 3 
iff 3Rsf| Tj^ eft | 

e. fcrra? 3i *ri 2002 wft f%cR^ R$ra?rtr <tft g»t fiwqfl 

^RTT 26.4.2002 ept ipft aft I 'HI<fdP|cb ^RTTf l£ ^TPT fer^g" 6.6.2002 

cRP ^TcfT gRT f^? PT? ^iRaep cTepf ^ felRgd Pl^H ^RR Wr, 7.6.2002 <£t 3PU 

Mar^i 5 ri ^rr fan? tjtt ^r 3 trt cfR^r 3 ff? fem 14.6.2002 w dt 
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ETEE ERY EE faET EET SIT I PidfdRad EEfEEY % 'El4dPl<P ^JEElft ft ETE 

fcT^TT:- 

(i) d‘P s r«H v rr§ fao (faSfar), fanft 

(ii) 3RJR folfftYs, EdEPS, ^<jRRl 

(iii) fMfaE ft® faffa 3TSEETETE 

(iv) ETfa3 YfaRT fa) (YfafiET faft fao), 5THJ7 

(v) ft<£r KRToTSTife ETO fa) fanft 

(vi) YcET ftsf^ETcT Yfal mo fao, T$*si 

(vii) EYd4, EE 1 ?, ftffaEH 

(viii) ?TOT ipffttpd EEEElYTTE, ‘Elf'fa 

(ix) ijY ft tE Efa ?TE (^YftlE EE), Eft fa?ft EE wfcl(YfYft'Sd 

fftdE«* esterY Y ^eY Ei4faiEi EEErft Y> fa? ?e titer et trjYe fam fa 
eftcfli? el Y 31.5.2002 Eft 1«rft TlfajffY^ 'ijd'll^ ift YlEE Efa 5TTEt EE TTEfa vJtl'f Eftf 
fan faffa chRui t? fairer gftr et eeyet Ye Y EEftEnft Eftt er eet I irt trie ft e? 
ft^gT Em ft fa TRElft Eft Efam Y? TPdftd TTSltd EftcJ, vRETEeY ?ft fa? 3RE EfirlE>fY 15RT 
far E 1 ? EtY mi \3Rfl EEE vJTR Yet 3u^!uH«b Eftt % I ETYfYfHET TJEElft Y EEE 
'Hie^^u i TfTE^I EE STEER EETH ERY EE EERIE 3EE ESTEeY gRT fa 1 ? EE fYYEET Eft 
EH3lY ft vjAF E YYftt Eft ERET ft I faffal Y E? <3c^« faET SIT af|R EF E£Pfd RfEE 
Eft sft fa EF TEE E 5 EfEY jJRT ETftt Eft Tlfclfad ^dl fafacf faEE 51 R^d ERY Y 
EEE ^EcTO ERTftY I HEJER, fafacl Y 3 TeY fYYmft ft TTTETEEI EEYfaRT EEREE 
ERlft £ I TRfa 3TfcrfYRT fajel ifa ^JEET Eft EEET ft R3T RETT ft faft fafacT ft falT 
EITET % I ?E EEER REE EEET ^JEET eY El4E(d<E E>l§d A W EET SJT 3rfR EE 1%cTE5 
EWTEY E5t EEE^t EfcTET Esf sft Eft 3 TEft EFSE TFRE ERft EHE ^EE5T ET5E ER 
Wrl <ft I ^ ^5H ^ faEEE 1%cfE<S EQEEft ET^tERE ETET EET SIT, &Eft 
WHET, 3TTERft ft ^RTETfal EEElft, €ftftrjcT Eft EEftxR *£cE ^RT Eft ftrfft, EETEtRE 
fadE T^ft Eft EjEgTftET 3Il1ft ft EE fa1 ft I ^ Eftt ^ E? ETTE ifallfti ft 'cjlftd ft 
E>lfanft t Eft E $ ft afR ETEft ft faftt SEE dl4fafa ^EElft E* fcR Eftft aftfftcE 
diojd Eftt fan ft I 

ElfaETTElftraft 5RI ERE ExR (EFSE) Eft TJET nfft EE5W ERlft afR EEEr ftEE ft 

f^unfa r ^ii erY Eft arjfar ^ fYnj ftt 20 e^t, 2002 Eft ere arjftE faEr eet 
ft I E? ^ftE OTEN El faER fa? Rift faE dftt ft fa $ft HW EfaET 14.6.2002 
eft t]ft ftfft ^ ETERI Eft ERJE faET EET ft fa? EfaET ift STJER EftTEEft Eft fafacl fftftEE 
3 JR<t gRft eft ETE ^T5E TR^E ERft Eft ft I EfaET ft S3TSE TR^E ERY ET ETERI 3?R 
fYYEE ET^cT ERY Eft EffaeEET Eftf ft I Efft ftft 3T^ftE Eft 3T^Efd Yl dlfcl ft eft E? EEI 
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TOF<T R TOft yf^h^IT ^T ^TFpft f^RP& Mf>IH'Wd'T f^Rft ift ^?R *R atfcFT 
?Rtt i 3 fj#t ^r wrfrr r# ift w wft i 

vjuVl 

<r vttilmq c=rnT% ^t anto dftoHi§ ^yfi<s*j*i foo (ftrir 
WTTcT ^TCftRT ^ feTV ^l>d TOT TRT f) TO f^Tl W % | ITRcT if ^tfK'd 
cPT d*TO ^t%TeT TO tfcMIdd f^T mTO ^ ^ <p TO vj^f ^T %RTT % I 
^rfcR 3TT^T ^ t^Txf vJdJKd <?R^ <JT^ ‘OT^PT ^ft 3lk W ftRTT f3TT TOOT TOT 

t I 

^rmitfN vj^rig 

didi«Jld toto (otA^) % i ^ gri4Pid> rtfh £ 

fddd>i yi'diiiPicn. ^j=f CH2-CH-CH-CH2CL % f^r #*tt-?[c^ £frp arfaftro 

1975 ^ 5TTO OT^iftd # vOT-#^ TO 2910.30 3fH TfJTORT TOJ ftlWT OTTO <R 
TOcfa ciimis- T^ffzRUT (Sll^'tfl) ^ 29103000 ^ OTPfa f^TT TOT % I #qT-^c^ 
3T^m 1975 3lk OT^cft'tfl ?A ST^PT dR TPflTOR ^f%OT $> TOtTOTtf f^TT 

tot £ 3(k wft Rmi4)h toto dft ?nftd Wr tot to^rt ftRft totr srfM^RT ^ ^tcn 
$ i ^t toi <td'l’5ld if rtNi:$fcFT tot faro to£ f^Rrr tott $ # f^mW if 

aicrtfi^PT TO? ^ OTJ*7T £ I fA\^\ <OT TOTTTO y^Nl^ieH A dxMd zpt Tjf&T dNHH ^R 
%T ^r if #OT fadlcfR 3Hell$d cM’RlS^ 5TOT TO$ f^RJT WcTT ^ I 3TcTl^d Wltf^S 
cralxlei^f^i ^ ^?T vrl^iJ FFzm if HRcT TOT ^ fcTtJ 4xHl^d 3TT 3FM 

y^rfcRT f^TT vjTRTT % I ^l^ihHl^55 ^>T 3TFt dc^if 3TW^T ^f ^TT^fTTO^ Tpife 

^ "WT A JFTPT TO^' ^TOT dIMHM TR f^RfT ^TTcTT ^ I RcfPl 3PRJdd TTf^R^TT 

A Tjft ^ ^TR?T A ^ ^5T ^T?R f^RTT RTcTT t I ^'fflkjd ^FTT^TH 

Wrf TO Wtt^Rr %?TT vtTRTT % I ^^fifZbcl t f^ #^TRT, 

toWi sfk frM TOq-p^r if ^ TOfr w*tfi $ m A ttoUt RTcTT % i 
3TFnfrTcT fAl^ 3fR 1 EJ^ ^ yT ddllftd fA\ W W % I 

l*lH<4ldU| gfhf TTO^q ^yggr 

?M TTO 2910.30 ^ 3TRPtcT 3Pfif RTet ^ffh^ET ^ fcT^ WT ijc^f 40% W 
^£PT t R>1d^ 3TMcT if FRTT *R ^ Viftm t I $A\?Q ^R 1994-95 4 3TRIM ?]W 
(^cT + 3lf^mR Tift ^T) Hdl'Jd <R ZT«IT ^JcdT^TTR 65% pff £ftV^ TO ^TTO 
1995-96 A 42% , 1996-97 if 32% , 1997-98 A 25% ifr 3lk 1999-2000 ?PTT 

2000-2001 if 27.5% ^ft 2001-2002 if WFJc^I 25% Weft ^T RFeT eft I 


ggraj if 
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trffaer vsnHt, 'jTRft, (atRxft.) 3ik sfafar tt sifto 

^cTT % I faSet TOT TOf ^ ^tTOT t^TO ^T 3TRTTcT #7 ’ET^ WT ITT W 

dlfcHhl-l 



E|^c^ 'Sdllcid 

3Ili[ld (TO^.) 

vldlldd ^ 
% eft ^ 

3TORT 



Rldl 

(eTRS' ^o.) 


1996-97 

3595 

761 

411.55 

- 

21.17 

1997-98 

2349 

1931 

901.41 

. 

82.20 

1998-99 

951 

2933 

1497.80 

308.41 

1999-00 

951 

4614 

2104.74 

485.17 

2000-2001 

3620 

4294 

2550.28 

118.61 

2001-02(v5R0) 


4971 ‘ 

2171.91 

165.87 

i_ 


WTtoTfM gRI TOT TTRITfar 


1096-97 $ tfa <5$t STcfft <£ ^[TPT t^fa* gq 3TRTTcT 1896-97 $ 761 TO^t 7t 
3S3R 2000-01 3 T#te 4294 TO^t $ TOT t I ^ 2001-02 $ fa?fa 
TORTft 2002 cTO 3TOTd TOfa TO TfPTOJ^ 3TFJTO Tt TTRJlftd faq t, t^fa^T TO 
3TOTd 4971 x?*T€t «IT | ^ 2001-02 ^TOT ^ ^ t^TO TO TOTfTOT 3TOTcT 

5965 TO# mf^chfeid ItdT t I 

3lf%R # 7TO 3TfaR fa? <# fcRTT TO XT? TOJH iTO t fa t# 1 ^ TO 3TRTRT 
1996-97 3 761 TO# # 6 "fdT WR 2001-2002 (uHfl^t TO>) 4971 TO# ^[wt U? 
fal TO?dT t# 1 ^ TO 3TOTd 1999-2000 4 TfafafT 4614 TO# «>IT fa 

2000-01 3 TOT #TO7 4294 TO# pn afk 2001-2002 (TOlfat TO?) f*T ; 4971 TO# 

It TOTT SIT I 3TRITcT 3 ^TR <ffa 1996-97 fa 7JEHT *t 1997-98 3 154% , 1997-98 fa 
feHT *t 1998-99 ^ 52% , 1998-99 fa foRTT 3 1999-2000 *T 57% , 1999-00 fa 
<JoHT Tf 2000-01 3 7 % fa TOft fa? 2000-01 fa fcTOT 3 2001-2002 3 

(TOT If q Id 3TTEIR TO) 40 % fa ffa ft I 3RP faf # t#^* # 3TTTOT ^ <*fcT 3Tfaf? 

ft t fafat fa 2000-2001 TOftcT fat £ TO? TORT TO# fa fa fTOTT # 3TRITcT 7 
% TOT # TOT CR | TOT#, ffafa cfRT fa 3R#T 1999-2002 # #TOT t^S( 3TOT7T 

lrf#fa fa?T?R 4958 TO^t SIT Xifr #d aisqtd 1996-99 ^ X^tTRT 1875 x?T& $ 

3fRlcI 3TRTTR ^ 164 % 3lte t I 

\jI 6I dcp vjcHIS’l ^eldl t^tt^TI ^ 3TFIRT ^t <jf^ TT^ET % I TT? i'tai 
TOT t fa 1996-97 A trftTO ^T dcMI<?d 3596 TO^t STT Rt 2000-2001 ^ TOJcfl 
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R3RR 3602 ^€\ 3ft? 2001-2002 (TORft Reft) 2997 -IRftt '3TftR STT^Rto 3TRR ^R 
^ eft fcP? ) 2001-2002 ft 3596 TRft ft RRT SIT I 

Efft 1996-97 ft WI eft eJTOTT ft fftttRI tft 3TRR TO yfcliflct 21.17 % 

«IT ftt 1999-2000 ft fttRRT ft «IRTO? 485*17 % ft RRT 3ftf eRRRRT 2000-2001 ft TOT 
ft TOT 118.61% ft RRT 2001-2002 ft RWT 47 wfftiJId RTfR TOTO? 165.87 % 
ft 7RT $IT | cfft 1996-97 ft TTTftftEfT 3TTTOft ftt eJeRT 4 2001-2002 ft vJRIcM 3 
165.87% ftt trftRf RToJR Btcft ft ftT 1996-97 ft TORR 3TR ^TT ft I efft 1997-98 
ftt eJcRT ft ftt 3R 3TFM RdlTTO TO 82.2% RT, 2001-2002 ft 3TRR cfTT PrfftRcT 
RdlleH ftt eJeRT ft ft ?jyn ftt RRT 8JT I fR 3TTO7 3TRTR ft 3lftt1ftd TOT ft 3fr? RfteJ, 
ft 31-j^ld ft 3TsftcT d'l'il WcpK ft fft % | 

fftd4<£ RtfTOft 5RT RF fftftR fftRT ft fft ^frlR 3TNRTOcfld WI ftfft 
ft WI 3TRR ft TOT 3lftft ft 3IdHcb ^ RTefT ftft RTfftt? I fR ^ ft RTO ft TOftfft 
^5TTR fftRT fft fftftR ft -3TRTRT ft RTO ft ftTOT fft^ft ftR TOf 3rsftR 1999-2000 ft 
2001-2002 ft fftP? fftRR fftRT RRT Rffti? I fR 3Rfft ft ft?R ffttlJR TO 3TRTR 1999- 
2000 ft 4614 Tn^t ( 2000-01 ft 4294 tRft 3?R 2001-02 (tJRefft RRft 3846 TRft ftft ft 
TOTOT f^TST TO fRlftP? ft 3TRR ft fttf ^ | f^T^T ^ 

^rt wfa ^jfr r cf*r ?t®fr 3fn? r cm^r i 3TRR^t i ^fr 3 trn 

^Tf rT[^ ^ 3TS£rfcT 2001-2002 ('^iRcf^ ?T^) 3 3TRTTcT 2000-01 ^ ^oRT % 40% «T3T 
t I ^T5T cR? H ray N't g?T t cR> ER ^ eft TJ^cJ ^RR W=j^ 3f^ R 

TOftTTR Wft W? ^Rsfa cRRT t I oqrqR % -S<k^ift3ft ^ sft^RjRT RR ^ 3WT 

site sraf^r ^5 smneft ^>t fft?^T m t l ^?r *iRer ^r fftftiR gft ft^r ft? 

f^n«r> #f # 3TFT fftRR i^RT infT % ^ grw t ^T ^f 1996-97 ^ 3TTft efft 

3Rf^r fcT? 3TRTeft eft TTTO-tmsj 31^T tR fftxTR fftRT tjTRT tJtftcT: taf^R , ? 1 RT I 

aiHrmftld UdHliSf 

^ '3'dTlcTcfti ft 7R fftft^T fftRT RRT ft fft? eft ddlldd eft fftrq ^M|cRfl 

fftfft^ftcTTsft eft sTFrm wfciwim ifr wr ft 1992 ft fftmT fftRT ^rt an f^Reftt ^wrffteT 

SReTT cRJR 9000 t?^t 5T0^0 8ft 3fk Sh 3TFTR tR "?JccP cjft ^ 115 % sft 3ft? 

^ WTRI n4l J l Eft fftn? 65 % eRTT fc^F^jfft^ \JsfPT ^ feR 20 % 

Sft l tftRT TO W TOR ft \JeMRd ^ Wt fft^IT «TT, ftftTT^oeP Wft\ eRT {ft TOfT 

SIT 3ft? 3TTft ftt ^TeTT RT SIT I TOTeft T^ft^R ^TcRft ^RT ^ 3TRTcT ^ 3TRTcT 
TO Rtft ^R TOft 3ft? 3RR: 1998-99 ft ft R<? I 3Tfftf^R fftftteRft ft 

fftftTcf 3fk tRrgftt ^ftfRT fttfti eft TjcJT cfR cfR fftr? 3ft? TOR ^R 3Tfft^R EFR feRT t^deft 

ERW Rftc£ TOTOt 3TW RRIT^T cfR ^Rft eft fcR TOI #=TT W TOTtf^ 3TRft 
Rdlldl 3TOft ejRqdl dl J ld ft E|feT ^R eftl^d ftt ^R Rft I 


8 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II—Sec, 3(i)l 


gTQf WSl'tf gRT y? cT$ f^TTF 3 <tfft 3Wotnftld EmT 

ft f uft WVTTTT EFTR vftA y>T sftfrTRT fog 3R 7# I TFE# 3Tf*TR STCTRnftlcT 

Trensft 3 ymrm: Rtfr qenivj Pr^\ % ar^m fse^3?t ^ ETcSim A 

y?Ry ^?fr y> yTcTWRT £RT f^TRRT W ^RcT W WI^T ^ Wl y£f 

cTOT yyr err I 

v5T?t cW WIcTITf^cT ■ER^nsit UIT tHh t, y? TTT^T ^tcTT % fo> 7JTRT eN (16 M, 
2001 TPT qiRcI ^c^Mt.TRT. 177/^A/3TR, 3«c^/^pRT 178/^St/3TR) 3 3Eftofry Pl<PM 
% W ®TT fa STCRyiftld TETem qRRferfcT t f^KWSj ffePTFTcTT xix $ 3IfyR 

eTPJ far? X5TT% met Wfay $ fcTj ysymfT mR ^ ^ 3PT?y HSpTd ^ Wpft yifa? I 

FH *T y? fos\ TyT t fa ^ cTSTTTc^ TTFfcTT t % yq UdT[^T 

■^5 yfR qitdf^T vddlldd dMcT^d H?R qft 3iqPl ^ tRl T7 3TRIRT f<?«r> 

yRT <3R far tt^t £ T3fft 1996-97 R 1999-2000 ^ 3Rrf^[ R ^Rh 3TTyRT ■ 

TJoTI *T ft cfRT yqft cf> TFRTRfaT) % | F*T 3Tyfa cfc ^RET eTFRT, fPTT, W Rftsntw) 
3TT7IRT cf^pRTT 1528 3T*Rl<5?[ FTER qfrT TpT^t ^ m £[yR 1059 FTER UpT XK{g\ £[ 

yt «ft I ysnft, FT Rqy A TRMR ysy y? t fa S^R^fy ^R F qftwqsft 

^?]A[dl qtt sft I eR^ 'ddHiqcnl A ^dR'd do-lldd FT 3TTETR F ^'tn fay I SIT 

fa $$fo3 $ foV H ' SW^uT RTTRTfr WtMT^foTT ^ foA 4#Pf 

fcio (CPCL) vjm'erc] #r q? ^ ^ 3n^fciWi (CPCL) 

^)T \TdII«5d vJ*^ TfRj^T nr^tbl feR qrj’ra an | ^TT Uf^cp E[^ #cT 

TTRcftTT cTcT f^m H5J7T ^ SIT ^fr. «Ifcf t 3(k ^EIT i TSERTTE ?t% ^ TTRI-TTrsi 

^Tq?[ ETRcT ^grT 3T%5> ^Tcft t I URsfaj cTeT Pm % RTR5T ^jfosn ^T m/3TPjf^ ^ 3TrR 
Tfr wm P d f ^ ct qR f^nT t I $AfoQ qTf 37RTR dd n qd ^T cR? % 5[iqipTd i^iqijfcl^ 
ir Pr4q e?t i ^rPt foA Ten rirt y'lmgfeH tier^w ?Pr ^ ^rr wr <r 
armr cf?r ^r^Tcft ^t t I wsfoy ^ ^ -smA $ armr ^ 

TT 200 PE.Tft. -qf^RT ^ S'S T o fr y A Tj*f) ^tAt dPTTET q?T ^PfETT W ^JPrPm fo 

tjcAcT: c^g^y afR TTFTf t I fclftyi 3FRRrPTTmi ^ETT3Tt ^ aifdRyd favijol) ^ 31%^ 

cTFTcT «fR Rt 1M\5R1 ^ qTRR ^T eRc£ W( 3TRTTfcTET fcFTT A 3fR 

arafciwsfr ^r mi l ft swcyiRid Erniart ^ qrcR^q ^ wuft ^ ft 
Ri'dcbi dsy y? t strict ft afR 3TmT y?T fcfRft rnimr qf^ysr ^ 

Pmr &fAA M i 

mftx wPr 

mfR sifcr ^ PthRot ^ Pr- f^Rft cifiy tT yip mPid yrcpi afk tPhirMRi 
fRwr eRc| \RfpT ySt t^ifcT qq f^rq w\ ^ my mPm ^ qRyto afR yi^rq 
wr iT ™ A y>t ft afR mi, ^nyici A ^ irt eR^ surr yq fcRir mi ftm, 
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ftftt, OTH, d87l88>dl, ST88T wfTfT, e7T8 3tft 8Tft ft ^88 ft MRq^H 3fft ft88R ft 
JJeiliifc'T 8?7 3TT878878T ftft % I 

8 uft 3 37 T 8 T 8 ft ?rftr ftt 87 3 fft mm 88 <n>wR^ 3 fft TTiftafr w % 

37T878 ft Tjftf ftTft 3 OT^RtcT 8 ?ft ft fftfftqR fft 8 T 877 tJ 88 % 878J 378J 85c|3Tf 87 3Tlft 
ftgRfft 8 T 887 t I 

( 8 ?) 5^^55155 

*RcJ 8 ftt 8 ftt ar^HM f^rfrf 87 oTT^ 33 87ft fftftFT 88 ftt 88 fft?ftR 8 8 Rft ft 
85 87ej8 ft 8 T t % 4ftftd ft W ’ttst 8 ^j; 8788= ftTrft dlftcHi^ 

ffto ft m3, 1995 ft 37fftl8 Wl? 3 88888 8J77 fft87 3 fl 7 1994-95 ft 8 T 8 5 ^3 88 
dcMIdd fft 8 T I fftnTlftfa 3T8fft 3 ft7T8 ftftftR ft 1996-97 ft ftft7?8 <?8 3595 xpift 
1997-98 ft 2349 78ft, 1998-99 ftk 1999-2000 ft 951 RRft 887 2000-01 3 3620 
TpT^t » fft87 I 8 ftfft 2001-02 (v858ft 2002 88 >) ^ftlkjd 88 2997 R 8 ft WT 
fft87 ftt ^ 2001-2002 ft ftR 887 37^878 7 R ft 3596 RTft 5ft8ftc78 fft 8 T ft I 577 
PR ^ftcj ddJIdH 1996-97 ft 8 <dR) 8 > 3595 78 ft ft 887 ?RR 1998-99 3^7 1999-2000 
ft 878 951 78 ft 75 887 I ddTTdld 88 ddJIdd 2000-2001 3 3620 78ft 

3lW 2001-2002 ft (88T38Tfft8>) 3596 78ft 887 ^38 | 

<J85 89788ft ft 85 8ft f^87 ft fft 8^ 887788ft % 1998-99 3 ftftR8 3 37T8T8 ft 
^(•S ft "888 ft 79ft8T8 8TT8 ft feR 37Tftg8 fftqi 8T 8(gfft 757t5T8 ^c<P oT8lft ft Tfft 
37T87887 HM8^ 88 888 ftlftj 8887 ft 87fft888>8 J r 3 88 3 37^787 ft ftp# H5lPl^l8> 3 
3Rft87R 877 fftn 87 I 8ft 8TRf87T87rft 88 ftftR8 87 7S7t878 ^o**? 3787ft 88 88 87 ft 
8T837T 8ft 8887 8T 8t 378 3 8888 8^ 8T887T 8^f 8887 I 

58 888 3 8 ? $8J7 887 t f3 33^o\ 3 8 ^ 1998-99 3 37787frf8 ^ffft 8 88 

Wt8T8 ^c87 88ft ft fcR ft8T87 12.06.1998 ftt 377^88 fft87 87 I 85 8^878787 878877 
t I 887ft, 3Tfftp 85 c 8 ^ft mm 88^887^8R 85 t fft ftifteT ^ ^ft8 88 887788 m3, 
1995 ft 37fft8 77885 3 ?J 8 ) ft>87 I 577 8887 8 R fttfRR ^ 12.06.98 ftt 377^88 fft87 ft 
887788 ^7 ft ^78 878 ft 8ft ft feR 8888 ^8> fftTft 757 3fR ft8 8^ 378ft 1995- 
96, 1996-97 3jft 1997-98 ft ft7T8 ft 887788 ft 3778ft 88787= 3134 ^8ft, 3595 

RTft 3fR 2349 R 8 ft 3 3lk 377878 ft 3778ft 88787= 2374 i? 8 ft, 761 R 8 ft 1931 RtftT 27 
I 5^7 3778ftr ft fftftm ft ifttT 8 ft 8 ^ 887788^ 87t 8 ftft 97ft 5f8ft 87ft ftfftR 8 ft 
8 ^ ^8 377878 ft fcR 7377878 8778 8J87 87ft7 W7 ^87 ftft 88 «ft ffR7 8 ft ft87 3^7 
88 J 8 R 88 888 ^977818 8778 ^87 8R87 \jft 8 8 ^t 88577 887 ®T7 I 

887ft, 8 ft| 88778877 gM 7888 ftt 8 ^ 3778T88 ft 37^f7R ftjfftg 88 37T8T8 878 ft 
8 ft ft 887 I 8 ^ 1998-99 ft 88 3778T8 838R 2933 R 8 ft ft 887 87 8 T 8 fft 1997- 

I 
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98 3 5*1 ft) RTRT 1931 IJHft eft I 3TTRTE ft aft? ftRTR 3*1 ft) HTRT 1999-2000 ft 
4614 RRft 2000-2001 ft 4294 RRft affo 2001-2002 ft (ETEEft ER?) 4971 RRft ft Rt 
eft I Rft 1998-99 #7 1999-2000 ft RE dd-IIdH ETE 951 RRft ^ RRT I Eft 

2000-2001 aftR 2001-2002 ft EftcJ vicEIER EERET R5R7T: 3620 RHftt aft? (wraRRlfcIRj) 
3596 RRftft RET I cTETlft, aifcTR ft Eft ft dcMIfrl ft ft ffe ftt ^frET EftfraR 
ft ft*5T ETTRT t I ftftftoT % TTEft fftTTRT 12.06.98 ft 3TT^R ft aTTEfftt ft TTTej EfcREft 
tR**) ft fel^ RETEftt ft vJdUQd ft fcl^ ^<R *1^Ed vJtlR RERftt Eft WTERT 

fttft ftftf ft RM RREER RElft Eft hRe^ T Cfft eft ftrerft RRft gNT vJcMlfcd Eft 

jTR Rt RRRftt Eft arpjfcr E)**) re ftE Him ^an I regret, ftjjr awici'Sis* hto foro rtret 
RET R5*Tftt Eft WIRT Eft Rf Eft 1999 ft ETc^ ft ftl^X'ct RETEftt ftf^ERT EE EJERTE E>E 
ft t aftEft?T ft tftft?R ft EEft E% REftfEET. t ftf ftt 3U<IWE>dl Eft ftEoT tWl^d 

ft TJE RTRft t Eft cftift'sM 5RT Eft 2000-2001 afa 2001-2002 ft tftfRE ft '3cRTRR 
ft "jfe* Eft H<ft?ld cnxdl 1=> I H*^ REEF ft ftEE ft ftftftjR ail^q? \JcETER Rift EE 
RERR RTFJR Rtf RE? REE | Rf RTBRT ftt RftfftlR tlRT fft mc^ RETTRR Rft RTEcT 1996-97 
ft 2001-2002 (RTRRft EE?) RUE RR ft 2546 RRft ft 6797 RRft ft Rt ftt 206 

% t EE REITER oTRRR 3600 RRft EfftEft RR fftlR R5T % f^TERE 

d'cRIRR RRR 1996-97 ft ftt Eft eiT I 

(W) 5TEET_v3EEtR 

ftftl^d ft tftl^ ftf aiRft wftcl S3RRT 10,000 RRft JffftRft RRTt t I RR^RR, 
RRftft 1996-97 ft 35.95% SRRT RE RRftR fftRT Rft 1997-98 ft RIR ftRR 23.49% aft? 
1998-99 FWT 1999-2000 ft ft 9.51% ^ RRT I RRT fftR Rif ReftT? ft aiRTRY Rft 
2000-2001 afR 2001-2002 ft Rft RcRTRR ft ST^RiR 5TRRT RRftR ft ft 1998-99 ftf 
fRTRT ft Rft 2000-01 afk 2001-2002 (Reil^HlfcW) ft for 3g.2% 3fk 35.96% 

RE ^RR R?ftRT RRT ft I Rsftft, fftRRlftR 3?ftft ft ftRR 5TRRT vjqftR cTRRR 36% ft R5R 
R*R ET R?T I 

(?5) fftftf 

ftftftcT ft ftwft^T Rft ftftEE Rft fftftt Rft 3TTR^ ^RR ft ft RTRT ft R^ 
cRR Rft GIPT ft TGfft fR fft ftqftRcT RR? 3Tc^R RRRrT ^UR W ft Rft RftcJ RTRTR ft 
RM-RTR fftrftcT ft fcR ft RRTRftt ftfftpR ft dcRIRH RE cRRRTR RRrfT ft ^RfftlR ftftRel 
5RT ftRftRcT Rft tfttER Rft fftaft Rft 3TTR^ ^RR RR3IRT Rfftl Rtf t I E ^g l cH , RTft 
fRRE RRtR 3TTR4 i WI ft fftRT RRT ft 3TeiRT ^ft RMR ft ftRT RRT ft, 5Rft ^$ftETE RTTR 

ft Hftv^H TR ftrt R^ft Rft R^cTT I Renfft, ftftftftcT ST7T RRRHft ftf^RT ft ftftl RFRTRR ft 

R^RR ftftfER Rft ftftM ^RT fttfftf fRftR ft 3TRTftcT RTft RR fftR^T ft 3TTRTR RR ftRT 
RRT SR I tftftR Rft fftjft Rft fftftt RE fftFRT Rft W( RE ^T t I 
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ftifti^H ft 1996-97 ft ^ol 3753 3RcSt ftftftjR ftf fftftf ftt fftlRlft ft 1785 
’qftcj 4 MK ft ftR MJT aft? ft*f 1968 ?Rft ^T Plftid fftm T FTT ®TT I 1997-98 ft 
fftftt 3ik fftftcT ftft tR<JR gRTT: 1389 ?Rft aft? 19 ^ I ^ 1998-99 ft 

tftcj; ffttfft aft? ft?T>? 1241 TRft R? ?\$ MTT fft?lfa ft 118 ?Rft RRT RRjc-fl RJ9N 
§3TT I 1999-2000 4 ft^iftl<d fftftft ft 3 TRR R7 MR ft ftt 

fftqfa tftftt Rlfftl fftftt ftt RTRT 1656 ?*Tft eft ftSTClft ft ftt 1196 xptft 

R3HRT ft feH?, 360 ?R# Rift R? fftftft ft 3TRT? RR fftftcT vJcMRH ft RftpR ft fft? 

aft? ioo ftt ar^t ft?tT 3 ft ftr i^ 2000-2001 ft ft%Rt efRi ^k? 3221 

?Rft ftt ftftt T\i eft ftmft 401.57 XpT^t RR fftft?T, 626 ?Rftt ftt ftKftftR ftt 

^ RTuTK ft ft?TTaft ftt ftftt aft? Rfft R? fftftct ft afRlTR RR fftftct MRTCR ft 
for? 1080 ?*ftt RfftcT ftR ftt ftftnftw ftr ftt Rf ftftt TTTfftef t I 2001-2002 ft 
ftt 3326 ?*ftt ftt foftt |f eft fftrcrft 516 ft arfftfoftr 

ft?TT3ft ftt aft? ftR 2810 RRft ftftrftftjef ftt %RT RRT ejT fftRlft RT% RR fftftcf ft 31WR 
15,00 RRft ftt RTRT Tnfftcf eft | 


fftR dlfcH<RI ft tt>Tc| ft? RR \icRlfcd f?ftRR ft MRTRR, ftftt aft? arfftTR ftgTR ft 
ftft fft? RR ft | 

dlRHtM -2 




Rft fftift ftR'ft) 



3RT jftcfT 

RTRk? 

fftftt 

*TTft R? 

fftftRT 

Rlfftl 

fftftftr 

ftl'S 

1 

3595 

. — 




rf 

278 


2349 

— 



19 


1219 

1998-99 


— 

K| 

EUH 

118 


811 

1999-00 

951 

HEM 



EMB 


106 


3620 


626 

ID 

ggj^M 

r-rnwm 

505 

2001-02 

(vrHqft 

MR) 

2997 

1310 

516 

1826 

1500 

3326 

176 


v3M^<W Rf^chNcg; 3TFRft ft R? RToJR ftm ft fft vicMI<ftt ft 1996-97 ft 

tlftj MR ft 1785 ?Rft ftftftfcf cfft fftjft ftt cFTTcTR RR ftRR 1997-98 ft 1389 
aft? 1998-99 ft 1241 Rf Rft eft | MRfft ftftj fft^ft ft ftftftjftRl gTRT 3TW 

RcRTM ^ ^Rft aft? ftftfftR? ft ftftftjR RTR RRRT ^Rn ^ftf ft' RK ftt ^ETR f3TT I 
ftftftftcf ftt fftftt ft WWW 1 Elft^ fftftt ft ^ ftraR 4? 1999-2000 ft 1296 
2000-2001 ft 1739 ?Rft aft? 2001-2002 (uRRfft cR>) 1826 ?Rft ft eft | ?T? RTc^T 
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ftm ft ^XTcT ft 1996-97 ft 2001-02 (W TTTjmto) 335 73*3 777 ft 167% 3ft 

ft I 333ft 3ft foT3T ft 33357 Flftj 7333 4 3ft3T7 1997-98 4 37333 30%, 

' 1998-99 3 26%, 1999-2000 3 42% . 2000-01 3 2% 2001-02 ft 13% ft 

aft i Tf^ ftaft ft ft 7733737 ftft ^rrf%^ ftr 3T3 35T fftw 3 ft ft i fft3ft (3ift 33 
fftftcT ft 377377 3TE£T 3T37 Cfft Ul.$cM) 2001-02 ft 3133ft 335 1826 33ft aft 3*aftcl 
STTfTTte 777 ft 1996-97 3ft fePTT ft ft377 22% 37%35 I 

(ti) wr 

Fjftj 53c3T33ft 33 tftW^ 33 37f%3 3577 1996-97 ft 278 7>3ft, 1997-98 ft 1219 
TJ3ft, 1998-99 ft 811 33ft, 1999-2000 ft 106 33ft, 2000-01 ft 505 TJTT^t 3ff7 3733ft, 
2002 3ft ■flHlftcI 33 176 33ft an | 37lft3 35T7 ft ftftftft 35ft ftt357 3F 1997-98 ft 1219 
33ft 37fft35c73 3T37 ft 2000-01 ft 33357 505 33ft ftft ft 3FcT 1999-2000 ft 106 33ft 
7F 337 3lk vT33ft, 2002 ft 3737 ft f3= 353 ft357 176 33ft ft 337 ®77 I 

(*.) 7tv4HK 

FftcJ W7733ft ft 3? fftft33 fft3T 11ft 3dM'ld 3ft ft 7733 33 fftft 333 ft 36% 
333 57337 ft 37fft35 33733 3ft fft"3l 3T 333 fftnft 3337333 377J757T 3ft 3T33T 3333 
ft 3lW 3333 270 33ftfoft 160 3lfft3>lRft ft7 73T3> 33ft ft 3333 110 «lRxfft 3ft 
ftWTT7 33 f3333 f3T7 I 

(t?) 33333731 

ftftftel 3ft tft\ r 3 3ft 3333333 33ft ft ftft 35ft3lft 1996-97 ft 29.95 33ft aft | 
3F 337 ftc57 1997-98 ft 19.58 33ft 7? 3t ftfc 1998-99 3a3 1999-2000 ft ft7I3 373 
7.93 33ft aft I nanfft, 337733 ft ^ ft 3T3 3333333 3^357 2000-01 ft 30.16 33ft 
3ff7 2001-02 ft 32.21 33ft ft 3t aft I 3rft ftft ?357t Plftfad 33 7733 ft, 33 
1996-97 ft 28.54 33ft/37ft? 7373 ft 353 ft357 1997-98 ft 17.88, 1998-99 ft 6.89 ftft 
1999-2000 ft 6.57 33ft/35ft? 7773 7? 3t ^ I F^ft ^ ft357 3? 2000-01 ft 24.84 
33ft/3?ftp 7773 ft 373J 2001-2002 ft f3: 353 ft357 19.92 33ft/357t^ 7773 ft 3t I 

Oft ftUHtblRtTI 

ftft 377t7ft33 3ft 37ft ft fftftt 35737 7?T t I 5J33ft fftftt 3ft 37Jcft 337T33 o773cT 
ft 353 ft 373: 3T37 ft TFT ft I tuft'd 3ft 337T33 7333 3ft ft ^77 3337 7ft 


3 Tfc 733-3 


3ft 

HcMIcH ftft dPId (*t)ft.33) 

ftftl Ulfift (7S0ftr.E3) 

1996-97 

1,33,114 

58426 

1997-98 

1,21,734 

65531 

1998-99 

2,71,020 

67341 
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1999-2000 

3,31,§11 

387I8 1 

2000-01 

1,30,888 

7§3§3 

2001-02 

1,11,673 

65107 


4Y TJcT ^ 4^ ^ Tf^T ^ 3Pli WTTFF i WST ddTFT t I Fi FTT WI 1996-97 i 
26.02 Fvfr$ TnO, 1997-98 i 18.52 FF?TF TnO 1998-99 i 16.65 FF?P? TO 1999-00 i 
21.02 FRP5 TO 2000-01 i 26.08 F>Tt^ TO a^T 2001-02 i 27.25 Fi^T? TO (aieRFT 
tt^RT) FF TFT SJI | T3fr W1 TJ^F^t Fi F$t pTFT i 1997-98 3ftT 1998-99 3 STR^RfT TO 
^ FFT pTT SIT ^TFT Fi 1999-2000 % 3TFt ^T Ff 3i\T Fi i TTFffaF) 

F^FTT 27.25 F>iP? TO FF ?t FFT t I 2000-01 3tk 2001-02 i 3lfiF> vjd-UFd cWT 3lte 
f^toT Ft FI4SJF **fr tl it TJeT Fi Fit i 3Tto WTFT f3TT t I 

TO^FtT f^m ^r FF iT3T FTTFT t 1% ^t it Fi iitT flfrT ft $ ^FTT % Fi 
1998-99 FitT 1999-2000 i f^MI<W i TFTTT TO % 3RFfttFT FTFFTF 3TTFT FTF \3FFF 
dcFKH TOTFTT Ft FFt i ydFTT 951 ft.FF ?t FFT 3ttT ftfa>FT 1998-99 i 1241 
fi.FF Ft FJFTO TFT FT F§F Fit 3jftT 3TFct Fi i 1296 f*T.FF FT Fit T^t I ?TT 3TFfa ^ 
itTH TOFF TOFT dM^HI it FFFTT 9.51% ^T FFT 3f[T | it TfF F* 3TF% STFTcTF i ^F 
Fit Ft ifTTF FWT 38 F^PS TO FF FT^t TTTFT pTT I 3TTFRTt Ft T3Fi F5t FTWI €f it TJcT 
i Fi 1998-99 i TSTtFTF TTT5TFT FiFFTFiitsttTitFit^Fi TSITFFT TTf^cT 3IFi 
f^T[ f^FT TOTFt Fi SIlfaeT F>Tcf p TJF> TOTFTTO FtTOT iFTT Fi «ft I ?F TOTFt % 
TJcfFcff Fit 3TsfRT 2000-01 3flT 2001-02 i TOi? f^PFTFF i TJFTT eft pTT SIT ^ 
FTt^ TFTtFTF TTTTOT JTFPT F^t f^TFT SIT, i it T?W ^ 3TPIRT TFT i Fpli T& Fft FTTcT i 

2000- 01 i 4294 f^T.FF affT FRFit 2002 cTF> 4971 f^T.FF ^^TFTf^ lit^TftxieT^ 

TSITW ^ ^t it FcT TjiFcft Fi F?t ^FTFT i 3TFi TTWF, ?FRTT ^IFTf ddlR^dl 3ftT F^c| 
f^rstr i FTTi i TTFst f3H SIT f^ FFTTf Ff ^t, f^IT vJFTTFF, 5FRTT TJFFtF 
^ TTFF i TRFTFFRTT i F?it ^ ToF i M'itx SffcT FTT FT^t T3TTTT FFT TFT 3jtT ftfitTFT 
TRF5T TIFF i ST^ToF p f^TTT^T 2000-01 i 26.08 FTTP? ^0 3ftT 

2001- 02 i 27.25 F5^ TnO (3TeR3T F^RT) FF ^T f3TT STSltcT Fi 1998-99 3flF 1999- 
2000 i 37.87 FT^PF TnO ^ ^TTt F*t pTFT i 2000-01 3ftT 2001-02 i 53.38 FT^ ^0 
FF ■STT3T pTT STT I 

srftrsFjSFTF 

t^FicTte cTTtcTFF Tt ^ it TJFT ?^TT i Ttt TJF F^t T^cJ (Fli FF f^RT 

snrnr ft t^TFt^ ^cftff Fi i Tft pr ^ sTTFTcfi twt Fcf«t 

<9Md Rlffb-ni FTFT 3 ITFTcT) i TJ^FTFF 3ftT STTFTFt ^ FF FcTT FcRF %•• 


dlfcTF)l-4 


Fi 


3TIFRT 

TJ ^t Ttt 

TJ ^t Tft i 

v ^t Tft i 


(it.^) 

(it.'SF) 

(it.FF) 


3TTFTdt FF % 
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TO 7c fft'Ctll 

fftTTIT 

1996-97 

1785 

761 

2546 

70.1 

29.9 

1997-98 

1389 

1931 

3320 

41.8 

58.2 

1998-99 

1241 

2933 

4174 

29.7 

70.3 

1999-2000 

1296 

4614 

5910 

21.9 

78.1 

2000-01 

1739 

4294 

6033 

28.8 

71.2 

2001-02 
(EplTO TOT) 

1826 

4971 

6797 

26.86 

73.14 


TTTTuft ft fft* Tpj ft EF WT fc ft) 1996-97 ft 5I7EST EftoJ 

73TO ft 7ft) ft $ ft TO EE ETRR ftTTTT 70.017o ET ftt 1997-98,1998-99 afR 1999- 
2000 ft ETOR ww. 41.87a, 29.77® 3^7 21.97c 7F TOT I TOTTEftT gTTT Wf ETJ 
ftrft ftt STTETcft % TT1TO ER foTET ftt 1996-79 ft 29.97c ft ETOR 1997-98 ft 58.27c 
1998-99 3 70.37c 3fR 1999-2000 ft TTftftE) ETOR 78.17c ft TOT I TPJEtT ^SPT gftft 

^ V ^ ^ tettot ftft ft 4 "ft ^ ft Eftc^ vjcwf^r ett f%Rn 2000-01 ft EFjoft 

ETOR 28.87c ft TOT TOT 2001-02 ft ETOR 26.667c ft TOT TOfft ?7T 3TEfa ft ftTPT 
3TOlfcPT i 7?t TO EE f^RTT EFJcft TO ft ETOR TOTET: 71.27c 3fl7 ^T: ETOR 73.147c ft 
TOT I 


EF ^<si v>iidi ft ft 7$t TO ft E^^ ^diiqfti Eft TO7T ysiici; vHft gi'd 
TOR ETJETftftTOftfftftftTTT 7IT7TER FTR ft Eft 3TEfft 3TSrfcT 2000-01 3^R 2001-02 
ft ftTPT T53TT ft $7T 7TEE 3 EF ft75T ETTET ft fft 1996-97 % 2001-02 (EpTEft TO>) TOT Eft 
3TEfft ft ftTPT ft 7ft TT^r EE ET7E ft 3TTERT ftft cIlfelETT ft ft Eft fttEft E7 fftET TOT ET: 


aifJt 0)1-5 


Eft 

7ft 3TTft TO TOEId ftftTcI 
3PTftftt FTcR/ftt.TO 

7ft 3TTF TO TOEId 
ftftft TED/ftt.TO ft 

MgE fttTO (7ftail$TO 

vjPTT 3TOT7T E.C’E)) 

1996-97 

1528 

54077 

71382 

1997-98 

1235 

46681 

58352 

1998-99 

1242 

51075 

63844 

1999-2000 

1059 

45621 

58167 

2000-01 

1318 

59483 

75841 

2001-02 (ulTOfl 
TOT) 

1090 

43691 * 

54057* 


* TftHT EJeE) 3 TOf£T E7 3IIElRd 


ft ft TO ft EF EETET t fft ft EgE ^ Eft 7THTTOT Eft SEPT ft TTjft ^ EfteJ 
FTviTR ft | 7ft TO Eft fftftt ERcT t aft? EF fft 3TTETE EftTO ft cPTRTR RlETO 3TTft ft 
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35T7R 3Tqftt ftftt fttftt 3vftf ft foF[ WT fftnT «TT fvRjft ^?T vT% 

ftxfm W1 §3TT I nR^tfaPctt ?IF ft fft ftt ftt Tjef SM STCftt cfFTcT ft Wftt ftfacft tR 
ft ftt ftt Rftl ftt ^TT 7i?t ft Ri>dft L lR lj l!*1't<l'(*)H sift ftftlil WST t^TT ft I TfRcT ft ft ftt 
^ ^T OTHTcT fftftt *TT?RW ftftftj ft fftTT fftm ^TTcTT ft 3TcT= 3TRJTfft?T ft ftt ftt 
fttFcT SRT ft*c| *Tv5TR ft ftWcT PiiiPacI fttftt ft <*ftfft' F?lft ftcTTaft ft fcFJ 3R[ft ijgrfo 
ftftft fftftt ftft ft ^TR*T^ ft* *TTft dMc-W fttcTT ft I 

t ll’W^ ctannFfttftfftftfttTT^fttfttaTTF^ 3TRTcT ftftTd ft cPIl c TT? Fume 
3TTf % I 1996-97 ft ftt 3TT? Trip 3TRTT?T fttnft SRftftt FW/ftt.FF ft 3frfTcH 1528 aft ftt 
^tft ^ 2000-01 ft 1318 3mftftt ^TcR/ftt.^T tR nfxfft ft ^ 1999-2000 ft fcldflR 
1235,1242 3ft? 1059 Ft *tft 3fk ft 2001-02 (v>H4$l ct^) ft ^.- 1090 aPlQftt 

^IcR/ftl'.^T ft nft I 3TRnftr ft ^T ftftg ftfacT ft 3TTf ft ft 1996-97 ft 

arrairf 761 ftt.^ ft fV ft ftt 4d<fR 1931 ftt.e^T 2933 ftt.^T 3ft? 1999-2000 ft 1059 
amMt ^TeR/ftt.^T ftt ^TcR sftfRT ftt 3TTF W ftfan ft WV wrfte 4614 
ftt.^T ^7 ^ | 1998-99 3ft? 1999-2000 cT3? ^Wf tre<tR 951 ftt.SF ejlf^j^ 

^F W ! \3?tTT^T ^T efWI WRT 3v?ft 3TRTcT ftfaft 4^fR 1318 3nfttftt 
'SIc'W/ftt.'SF ft fftrg ^fft) 2000-2001 ft WTT^T 3620 ftt.'SF Ft TRIT a^T 
f^Rran g?2I ^PRT ftt T? ftt TT^T ^ftrx ftftft ?TFIAIdl 5RFT W ajT F ^fc P? 2001-02 ft 
3 tpttct ftftftt gn: fciccp* 1090 3tnftftt FTeR/ftt.^r ft ^?r ry nfw nt 5?rft f ftt 
^ 3dJI^4 nft W?T ^TdlH Ft TRT ft I 

fftd4^ mfM SRt ?TF fftm nnt ft fftj 3RTftEfft ^Tcf? ft 3fRTrfftcT ft ftt ^rf 
ftt 3TT? W iRldd nft ftt ft ^c? <ft fftrj gftft MldP'lcRcll nftf ft vJ^pftlcRTt3?t 

ft vJZTrf wmft W ^Idh ?n0 ft fft^Tt ft 3ft? »TRcftn Wf ft ft 3TFTTcT ftftm 

ftt wfram ft ft Tjef ftftr ft fcT^ ftftfftwr t i nr?ftn wt ft 3mrm ftfan ft 
1999-2000 ft 45621 Wftt.^T ftt ^cHT ft 2001-02 ft cTWT 2C Y7« ftt Effe ft I ft ft 
W 5Rt fftTrf ft ^ ft mm ftt fftftt ftt vJfT ^t ftftt? n ftt d?Tftt fftftt ftt 

ft?n aft ^TFwat 2000 ft fttftt d^ld4 ??R W aft | ft^n mH&l fttft ft cpm 3 ^ 

3t^ftg ft fft ftftrft ft 3nft ftt ft tt^t ft fcFT nftt ft i 

gft ^? ft fft ?if ctft ijftcT: 3 tto ft i mf^TWrart ft nrft fftftn g^ft ft ftt ^et 
ft fftfftftw ft fcR 10,000 ftt.'SF ftft nft ftt ^FTcfT ft Wt ^ ft^RT wfftcT tftm ft I 

^ftrft f^t ftn^ ftt ww fft^> ftt nftf ftt ft i g?gcT: fftftt RPmtm ft ^f 3rmT nftt 

ftt vfT wftt fft nF amft ttTFftr ftt ?TIHtfl ftt 3mjfft ftt fftftt ftftf? w ft fftn 

ft?T5r ftt wmr nft I nrnft ftt nRvrf^wT nFftfftft^ft^ctft 1999 ft fftftt ftt 
ft ^cT ft wnft ftt ?5ft^ ^ ftt ftt I Fnft Tjft ftt ft gRT 3F?I ftdTftt ftt 
i ftt TT^r ftt 3TFjfft ftt vFTT ^t ftt fft^g ^rft f^TT ^ftt fftftft nft gcftt ?ft 

3TaftcT 1996-97 ft 1785 ftt.3n ft dc4?'<: 97-98 ft 1389, 1998-99 ft 1241 ft.^T ft MdEhy 
1999-2000 ft ftqtf 100 ftt. ?TTaT ftt 3TTOTfftcT ft ftt ^ ftt fttnftf ft ftt fftyNd 
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311 i 1996-97 4 71382W^-^f 4 x^SR 1999-2000 4 58167 qnD/4t.qq 4t ^4 

1997-98 afR 1998-99 4 4l4t q4T q4 TRTf^I qq ^3WI 4?R spJRT: 1219 4t.^T afR 811 
4t.^q q?T ®n I spT d*i4l ^ dVldX IRT «lld qq d^ldd d4) dpt f^n xqT d<T)dl 14) 4t 4t 
xfH arq4 tnoiart n4 xiidiJ) qft amjfcr q4t o)xdi w?m ®n I xsd<i) nm t&diaft q4 aiq4t 
qmnft n?t f4sf>t <jr 4 qft qr4r wwaft q4 4cm?i <qq4 4 qqfqr qqqxq et i 

$)&<}) MlfcUii 4 q? <lcimi 4 f4) 4t xft XJeT filXI ftfdfdd 4 qft Xjq ^4 ^uiqxll *lHq>l 
qq qRt n4f xjqqtft eft afR q? % annifad 4 qft x?q fiRq fiRq 4 T^ti^ft 44 p 4 4 
r^Pldt u l 4cJ ctpdX ■'juiq-dl ^nxl eft I ?Tf d«iq 4 qp 43T vjiicII 4 f4 4t 4t TJeT 3TT? XR! aft 
9002 Hi^idi m 4q4t 4 i xr*4r4 qrai ter 4 f4 wi vj?qrq 4 qft x?q 4g f4qff4r 
aid'dTTFPffi 4 anjq?>q 4 I qtfticbi^dfaft sri €t ’ft srt ftPiffid 4 41 qq 3fR 
arraifrET 4 qft x*q 4t f44qcnait 4t ^er» yfa 4t qq^q 4t q4 eft f4rqi4 qp qqi ^rcRTT en 
fit? xjqqq qqrrc n.um-di qiqtft hn«U1 4 to 4 aurnfad 4 qft xjq 4 ’jofa: ar^q 
4 i 4 ’ftxjci fttfct to qqf 4 4 4t xjxr qn xjr q?r 4 afk wt4 4r 4 r 4 4 ^ 
xHcp |[RT fafdfdd 4 Rft Xjq 4t ^ j Ihtii xiq4l q>4t XJlRr 4t vdicft 4 I d'jd'l ^5t Xjffa flrbift 

TTFTTft 4t et^R cRTR v3?qF5f ^cR ?ixp ddlldd ^ Xtc^ WI qY xrft vSTRft t I ’TTcp eJRT 
’ft xt Tft TTei, xjfr Mri qxfrqpnef x^c+^t ^fr ^t ftPmtui ^r t, qfr aik ^qqi x^fm, 
xsfr <ju|q-ni ^ qfrl X3TFRoZp 4frT 4, xjft 4 xjw ^5t amjf^ ^5t v5TT ^4t 4 I pRT qid 
STtn 4 7?5ct ^ ^Tp HHT vaTlcfl 4 fcfr €t ’ft XJR gixi a4d«tl f^>kj T TX[ 4 X^n XJ?t ^ u Nt1l 

'dqf^tcT 3il<jid't qn cERur ^4t eft I 

g>wcp 14ciq«£| qifSnt ^RI fv>R qjixcpt xpt \3wRj f^>qi 'TOT 4 dd*t 4t Xf^j cpix«n €t 

’ft xjci ^ Rki<pi fil'd arki q^ft 4 qn arf^icp^'i 4 ft? 4 4t xri ^t 

an^faqi drH<r>ixl qidixl dq> xflPid qR 4t 4 I 4 pn arf^ctoxm 4 ^xfT q^u> n4f Midi 4 
14 rt4 ^tt ^t 4 q4 xidek f4er €t 4t xjr 4 arq4 mi6<t>i n4 4 ^ft xj^i ^t an^fci ^r 4 4 
Hdi nR R<ii 4 i xq^cd: 4t 4t xjdi 4 xjxi f4if4 4 4 4t xj^r ^?t ^‘6n<jn xjnft ^s4 afR ^4 
^7 t 4 tnt XR 4^l4 Xfft 3TT?n dpi Xf4 XJn TT^nft 4 Xjfq ddcp Hid XT3R Mgcl 4 4t ^ TpT 4t 
afR 4 4 4t xtxi ^t tM 4t nrsn ^t f4a4 ^r 4 4 4t wf ^ 4t 4 ^qT^r 

qRrl 4 I 

xkn 14) xjqq 4^r qm 414) 4tcna4 ^ri 44t xrn q4 arq4t xsrWr afr anwl 4 
xsik? xj^t ^r4 xpt xprr anwt q4 tr 41 n4q4r m 4rt xnftq 4rar 4 ^n 4^4 4 qp 
ksqT 4t wpj4 4 f$ 2001-02 4 4 4t xjrr ^ anqici 53935 xso/4t.Eq n4 afRrq 4t 
an? xjq> q4nci qr q?^t 14m4t 4 1102 4t.qq 4 q?^R ^tt 4 f4m4t 4 45098 qD/4t.qq 
q4 afrnq 4t 3 n? xjtp gftnci qq 1232 4t.qq qen 4R# f4qi4t 4 38954 W4t.qq q4 
afkici 4t an? x^ q4nq qq q?nR 1905.6 4t.qq 4t qx? I xjqnkt 2002 4 38219^/41.^1 
n4 aftxHcT 4t an? xrq? g4nq qq 731.5 4t.qq 4 4t xjq qq anqm 14nn qqr eq ?q qqqq 
q?4^n qrqn 4 f4) 4 4t xt^ 4) arrmcfr q4 et^t 4 qq4t f4 ^4q4r 4 qnei xjf^4t4t qgt 
4 1 
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drfM gRT dF dd$ f^n ddT t ftp 2000-01 4 wf 4 dddiRTd f Fft ^ d$t 

dfd d^dd 4 dS^ddft ddffld F3TT dT foFRt # 4t trt cjof 3Td4t cTPTcf dFJFT dRd dt 
feP? ^FdF 3TddF TSdcdd g3TT | ^ 4 4 dF TOI f f% 3TTdlRld ^ ^ ^ cftdcfi 

d4 ddlftcT dR% diet ddFd4 d>"T yPTTcT ~| ^ gd ^ dFdTdd dF gft dFdT dlff^ dftF 
?^fetR 3TTdTfdd | 41 gd d4 d41 Fit 3TTF dlldd dd dId-14 3lf4c|l4d: dF d^1 % fcf> 
dd4 3fcpft f4d>1 ddFt d> f^r dft cf^T d4f 3TdFR ddeTdT g3Tf # I dFFJd: 41 i^f 

cA TO FddTdd cTTdd 3TldlfrRT dgd d^ldd 4r WT>1 STf^Td? Ft?1 % FjlF 4 dgd 

dftdd d?t FHMcll d4 RJTd 4 FFdt gd d4g[ dFFR 4 $ 41 TR1 efft fdd4 dR^ d4 O^H jl d 
dR<1 Ft t I ddlft, ^Nlfdd FIIMtH 4? dST 4 t 7ft dd d4 F34d dRPt dt f44d d> 4t4> TJdi 

ffc^ andidt 4 djt 90-120 tttr 4? 41d d4 441 did 3Tdf4d1 dd 4 ft fft t i 
dftdFId: 41 41 geT d4 41 3Td41 FddH dH f^rfrf d4 dFTftd dRrl 'gif 3Td4 d>dT3ft d4 441 
ddTF dR% dt foT4 dTEd tdRTT ddt dT I gd FOrdd d4 3Ttg 41 Fft F2JFT gRT 4 t l441d 
dd^fUdt dF ftr tt ?ft d4 Fdfdd dRcfr sffc ddT f^n ddT sn i dccRi^ftd 
dBe^ t % 3ratddft dMR TRTTrft ^ ^dT dF 3TT?TT dRrf t fed ddlf^d dfd 

d?tdd d?l ddlddT ^ 3ddR iR fddfl^d dTR 3 ^ ^ ^%7y ^Tdd W dc^ 

37dndT 41 do iR OtIhc) 3Tf^|cbi?icl: dfclOl cAddt ^T ddtdTd: did t f^fddd c^lddl 
dvf SRd5[ dFTcf FFdT t I ^5 dTf&tr SRI dF ddi f^dT ddl't f^P df^ ddTTddi'r c^t gt 
STlcT dd diRd 'tRrl 31 Id Id cfl ^ 3T%c|7 ddd ddv dldd d^f dTdT dd d^dT ddtfcp f ^ 
d?T 3TTdTd d^ddT ^ d>d4i dd#0dt Wl^cfld 3ft7 ddtl^d rf\ d^ddt # d dtx T^ F“t 4 d* 
-RRd ^ dTt ddTddT t 3Th? dF ^pdd fftu ddT t f4i ^TtdTd ^ed? dfdT^ dd f%4d 
ddTfeTd 3dRt^d d?fddt d^ 3ddR tR i %fdT I ^d ddd ^ dF F73T dTTdT t f # 

^d d^t dcfdTd 3TTF ^ d^tddt cpt fed^ f^Td d7 Tgd% dd 3TTdR d^f ddldT dn d d>d T 
% dolRh dridtxR O^ldd dd ‘'■didl^ld 3Tdf?r c£ d3T ^ O^Hdl dd dit^ ddTd d^f OFdl 
% I 3noid d^defr 4f f^fiRd dddPt d?t ddTF Ft dddft ^ f^Tddd \icMI<H d^t dVc^ 

efTdd dd "41 JTdTd d%dT I dtefftR dftddt dd dTTd df^TFTt cpt dndfftcT dRdT d eft 
WTdFlt^di t 3ftd d diw^d I 

dF iff dTdl f^Rdr ddT ^ fed ^ 4ft d^T d?t d^3T14) dd ddRT ddT^ gRI ftdlcT dMTd 
dd ddPTT dfFTT ^ f^1^4 di4t 3d^ ^ 3ftd dF f^d ^ dd ^ 3Td^T fordid P ndT dH d?T 

^Eddt cfc dfcf 3ftd d f4i 4^1 4r ^ 'rft dd 3ddTdt wfel OtI^ d^ftd ddRT d^t f^dl ^ I 

3tFT dF diFT ddT # fefi ^7 c?IO r ^<d gRT f4dd 4 ^fftgd d^ ddTTdd d^t STPjftt dRcild 
dddTddT3ft d>T dR^ ^ dWId Fd41 dldt ddtdd Pldld f^dT WT ^Ft 1? f^Td^ft dTdT dF 
d^oj dddlddldft cf7 fed? dddtdl d£t % I Fd ddd 3 dF dndT t 41 get % 3Rr4 
3d4dd 4 Fd did dd f4f^T^ dd ^4 dwRl Rbij| ^ f^7 3TFddt dt dTd^d ^3% 3fddT ^fded 
^ ^7 ^d dTf^r dd gd dd f4dtd dTdt 3lW eddd ddT dR% efr fcF? dRd 
f^RTT ddT SJT I Fd Old d4 EdTd 4 y<gd| dFrd 1 ^ % 1% 4'41'^d dd ddTTdd tReJ '?3dd dftd 
f^tdTd OHr, dtdt d* felg ddTd FTeTT ^ I 4dT d^ dFftd dft d4o£ dRTR 4 dfcRddl dR% 
4 ddal d^f dT, d^ 3RR^d dl^! dd df^Rddl dR^t d^t Ft $ dndd d4 dT dddft t 

I 3TTdTdt Ft STfrt dd ddTd cft4td.?f dt Plold pf<dloo dF *41 dFt % I ddff4, 4 14 1^0 4 
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TO*f 2001-02 ^ TOPTRT TOt TO?TO RT^T RR f%TOfa TOt 3TTTOR R? TO*t 1500 *fto 

TOR f?ftRTO Cfft STTOjf^ TO>t RToT £RT RTRttTO TOTO TOt f^TT farot? RTRT TORTT t I 

Pitched: Tj% rjtot wr t ffr to> rtotttoto to?t R^ttro ffrfcf 1aft? R?t 

^ anroRfr 3 <f% ^r ?t 3jpt afk Rtft? srftr ?Pr tor mm % I 

WNITOW ?TR1 TO)vjH 

TO& fR 3TTTORTt 5RT tor 3ft *Tf RfcRRTOt TO?t f^TfcT TOR TOTRRT TON% TOT foTR TOTORTOcRTO 
WRTTOtTOTR TOR^t ^ Wd'lTORPt TO^ ^ TOTR# g[RT ftiTf TOT ?£ RTOTTOt TOR szfRT 5RRTO 

foTOT t I 3Tl<Uct»i % 3 TO$ TO>t RTOfa *t 3TTO?t Wf^TOtcRTOdl TOTOr^T ^ f?P? 3TTOft TOTOTTTOR 

ottrto tor ton^t PinfeiRad tortto ton^t tot tntotto foror % srarfcr : 

(to) aRtro Mfcm totortoT/3rto wiidt totT t?ro ton^t ^ for? ?wN ?ttTOn?ro tor to 
3TcR^T 3RTOR? TOt RTO TOpt-TR TOR MTO TONRT f^TORT ^55 TcTR TO TTtftoftR TOR 3TTTORT 
TOWT TOt foTR TORTOt ^RT ozm Rft WW fcpRW cTTRR 3ft? ^?W WTRf % ^Rc| w'lftcfld TO>T 
TOFt TO 317% qicfl v3'c=d qRqg'l cTFRT TO>t ?TR?TOT TOR TORTTOTR ^ TOl^ll I \T% $?|cft TOf 
2004 RTO ?t TORt TO?t 3TTTO7 t I ftTOW TOTRcT 3ft? RTOR oTTRcT, f^RTTOtt TORT TO>t 

TOT TOcFRcfr t, TOT ftfTTO TO> TOft 3 3RJRTR R^?ft TORRR 3000-5000??)/-% TOT TORTRT tl 
(s) toh'I'H TOt fcfj i^rTOTr%T^R ^ f^prW ^ TO^ft wrfM ^f ^r ^ro TO«St 
'f-l IdiTl R’t >Hdd vJTOTTOcTT ^f^f^RT TOT^ ^ fcRJ RTTO cj^TTOTOT f%4tTOR 

TOT 3T^R TO? fcRTT t W 3TOt TOTRft ^tTTORT TO#5tR cf5t RTFRT TOt TOR TO^T c|ft YTO Rr? 
TOTT ^T M ^TTOp?T 1MTOR R> ^7^? TORTIRTFRr f^T^TO ?m WTf^RT TOR^T t 

f^PT^T i#TO gRT cTFRT yfcTCR£jfcTTO?TT ?rf%cT TOR^T $ ftcRft I TOiV^R 3TRTTOT 
eTPTcT, Rfr ^ RRR 4500?7D/Tft0 TOT t, TOR^PTFRT R^cT wf^T fcf^ TOT^T ^T 

3RieT cft^T cR# cf^t 3Wf^T ^RTTTO? 1500^/^0 TOT fcfRTT TOT TOTOTO % I 
(tj) cfr^t RFTfM % ^T TOP TO^ft TOFTift ^RT TOt TOR cTRRT TO TORT TOTOTT R8IT TORR^t 
^cTT TOt TOrTTO? TOR ^T TOR 90 % TOT^T ^ feT^ ^RT ^ TOTORTOt Rt TOTST TOPt «lld^ld 
TORTT f^TTOt Rf^ill Rt^eft TORRRT TOT RRTTOR BtRT 3lk TOPRT ^T TO*ft 3TMt I 

(to) ^Wtror cf$t RtrofSrro ftto ^ftfcr ^ to? ^PiR'dd ^ttot ftr ijcro ?rt tottoto to^t to^ 

2004-05 TOTO TOTO^jr^r ?RTT TOT ?# fuRT^T ^ 3RTO t^TOf^RT TO^t TO^t ^TORT # 3Tf^TTO 
nfrTCTOft TOT TO#it I TO? TOTTTOT RTOT # f^T TO^ 2001-02 TOt ^t?TR 111,673TO0/*ft0 TOT TO^t 
TORTO v3TOTTOT cTFRT TON TO^ TO?t 3TTOl% ^ (TO^ 2005-06^) TOTOTON 50,423TO0/^0TOT ?t TONPft 
I 

(?.) TO^t TOTRfM TO?T ?TORT TOt TORT TON^T TOTOT ?^R STRTOT TOt TOTO% ^ feN ^#RTO TOTOTO 
^ 3RTT?eT TOtTNT?? TOTOTTTOT TO? f^TTORR TO>t MW TORTO I 

f^TO %TTO^ TOfM TORTTOtTOR TOTO^t TOtTORT3Tt TO’t TOTO?t4?TT 3fN f^kJTO TO^t 
TRTOTOR TOTRcT TOTOcT TO^t WRTf^T RTTOT ^ TOT^ ^ TO^? TOTOrT f^TOT t I TO?T TOTO ^ft^TOf ^ 
WTOf^fR iJeTO ?RT TOR TOTOTO t, TO? TOTOTTOT RTOT 1f^?ft NTTTOR TOTOTO $ WJ-WTO TO^t TOTTRTO 
3ft? TO? ift T J°t TOT ?t ^cTO ?Tl%TO TOTOTO # TOTOT^t 3Tf§TTO ?Ptt 3jW cTTRTO TORT 1 J 0 TO ?RT 
^ TOT $ TORft RRTTOtTOTR ?t 3lfSrTO ^Ptt I ^TO f^TOTO^ RTfM % TO? TOTOTTOT t f% €t%RT 
5NT Rf^TOf^RT TORTTOtTOTR TOTOtft TOtTOTTOaft R TOt TOTO^ f^Nlt TO^t RTTOT 3TTTO?T R^ t 3fk R # 
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dm rr 3Pjrtr cftrt rrt t l dRTRtRm RtRRT rwr rtr t, fuRTR^t 3 ttr?rr> 
RTOT gRT R^f R?t Rf t 3fR R ^t >dd J R 1%^T RRT t I g?&R> 1%cT^ 4lfcdl Y RF 
RTRT ftpRT t 1% <*liftRd ^ RRWRFTF fcTEJcT RRR RR f^RT % 3ffc RF RTcj; ^T 

tjrr t FdfeTR Rofr&R R?t RFT?r rrt ft rttYT rt^?r afR f^tr rf rt4T rrtrTrr rTrtrt 

RR RTR RR RcPcTT I F^ FRRR ddTFd f^TRFR TO RlY ^ RF RR? f^RT RRT % 
Fdcfft WRT R?t RTT i|Rft t 3fR RW dTR f^TdY 3TRR Ft RFt R1%R 3f[R ^TfcR dRcpl 
tft 3H^t RRY R^t RW t I 

3TT^cbi FRT Rd£R mRTRtdR RtdRTSfi R^t R?t df t I RT^f^cT *JRR FRT <£ 
RRRR dTRcT % cprft RRSff RRRT RdfY RF dPTFRR: ^ft^cT oTM Rl«gid1 R* 3PJRR Ft 
■dchdl 1? 3fR R>R*?I 1RT MCPK ^ dlRt cfft 6«P^R tY' 'M c T>^fl !r ^f<b f?T^ TjfcT vJcMId 
R?t R?fRR Rt df^R R^f R?t dT FRTfelR ddTTRR dTRR PlRRd^l ^ M4'MRI«t F^ *ilftet 
r rrY r>T rr^rt t afR rsTTrir RjdF r?T mm r$T rrrt rr^T ^ fcTR ^ frt r?T RtRd 

RTPTRT RF R>t e>T 3T^ T TfrT ^T dT Rrt ^ I 

Rrtjd <MMid RRT RRY ^ feTR £|hT^oi gRI cni>«gHlRci vicMIcid 

WRRT cfR^ ^f>t f^?TT ^T 'd'-Tl'M RT ^ I ^TF 'tjRl'cn’ WftcT RT ^ct5) % 3l^R 
^T, 2002 FcP WRI Ft ^ ^t 3TT9TT t RSft 3RTeT ^t Wf ^t 3T2lf^ ^ W^t RR dlk'jft I 
F^Rr 3TRt ildOR RF RFT 3TT^nRd 3T^fWT 5RTRt ^f eJR-^fR F^TRT 3mpft, f^TWT 
^Ref FRT ^TPT dftd-T T§ f^cT ^ ^t fcp^T RT ?FT t 3lk qf>!lHd: ^d^H cFTRT 

*t ^fr ot ^fjctt t I Rm g5t ^sjrm wit Rtl^fT RT^t w^r gt «n^ 
2002 % 31dl^d 3vfRTFF f^PRR WTc^ f^RTT TRTT t | W^T ^TF HIMd u ^T ^ fcR f^hlS! ^pt 
W# ^T kittl’d gRT JRTRT RT % t Rt SRTcTT ^RfRT ^5t Halt'd Tfmt RR l^ntR 

I *tf f^RFR ^Tcft wf^n t f^Rr ^icrdi at*R am^d w ^r ^rr crp 
R 3T% ^ feiTt dl'5) R3T RFRTT I ^TFT d<^ F^ftR ^ \3cFRT cffidd ^)T ^REI cTl m 1 ^ d ^ 

cfFtft ^T 3Tt^RR ^ c^? dffidcRi, f^Rt ^IW told df^dd fcTO ^ RTR % ^TRT ^TcTT 
t,cpt ?fmT^ (40%), Rifr l c T (5 %), ^Mt^d (35 %),cRTT f^WT11%), $[&£ RPfRT^t 

R> M JRfrfcT ftRTT t I €f%Jd % 3T^R) ^ WRTT vdrMIdt ^ #5fcFT ^ feTR 32 W ^ 
WH1 ^T TOM tot t 3fTR FfT fMRHT ^?Rr dWT 30 RRv? ^ RF 3T^T ^PR 
foTETT # I v?#^ crf^dl^ p|4^U| -$[£ ^ 3TTWT^ ^^fclili RRT RR eft t I ^41k|d 

L|R4tvjHI tft RR^t RTPTifr 3ftR ^JR WTR 3TT^T ^t % RFot Pldl^ld RtRT ^ 

WT 3RP^t ^ ftTRrT ^R f^RT W % I RrTF % ^tRdf^t FRT FTF f^F 

^RTeT R^t fFfeRT RRrT |R ^T, 2001 ^ ^fTf^f^p w^lldd ?PR f^TT t I 
ftR5Td €WtRd R?T R^ RTFTW RMt t, dt R^RIet RcpRRT Rv^Rft t I RtRT ^ 

^m- II A 4 3 cRd RJFft ^ fcTR 3flR RRi ^Rlct $ fcTR, R^t WTW RR% RR 

f^TRR t I FR MR^YdRISlt R> felR RtTR RTtelM Y RRcT dWR ^ Rl^i'dd: R^tfjfcT RTRT 
RRcft t I RtTR 5TRRR Y F^tR ^ ^RT fcTf^F dffidd ^ R^t dRfczrf^r Tfpft t I 
^WtRd % FR RTY ^r 3Rpt RTOTTRR IR^cT RR f^R % RRRRR 2002 ^ 3RT RR^ dfrlR 

RR f^R RTY R^t RRTTRRT ^ I Fdk WR rY RF RR^ 2004 cTO R[R Ft RtY R^t 3TT9TT ^ I 
f^FRY Y Ttt RtTR ^ RR^ RcP ^RTIRR RTRi RR RRTTR %RT t cRTT FTOY RWT 2500 
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ijft mT 3T^T ftmt t afR mnft ftmftm mftmft SRT fosftt ft ^mftn ft) v5TT 

mft % i ^m ftft m fttfRm afRftsftr ft ftn Mfl fftm mft ftt wi t 

I xjnftftm ftMdiafr ^T ftfftm ft^ftmT Wf ft mm 3lR ftlddiafi ft cfjT^PWT ftt 
mmw ftr cum ft wcr ^ ^ ^nm t fft ftftR mfcr ftt gnmftft ftr ftmft ft fcR 
afar 3TT^mtr fJRT TR^cT nfftmift ft l^fcT mmftmm mm) ft ftn? mftj acSlSm ft) 

fttn nft ftt armfft mm mwrm ftt ^mm ftftt I 
m i^Ptfr ftm 

<fr&^ f^cR^r mf&ft ft n? mft fftm ft fft wtmn mm? Rift ft fftftt 

^rT#ra) Iftm ftt xjfft mftf ftftt \ ^mft fftlftn WTOm ^RJ) mm? Rift % mrftftftm Iftm 
TR aTcftftcf) yfrl^d 5T*m ftftn ^ftfft aftm 3tfcT*T WflWT mfttn ft? ft mmft ft I ^T 

W 4 m arfftmT cZJ^T fftm ^TTcTr ft fft ' >dl4'JlPl4> fftcT ' 3Tfftti|Rm ft mft" ft ftmm 
3yft<w i fftm ft mft 3TTrT £ i m mrftt czrrw m ft fftmft mraft ft tow >hi^iR^ f%cr 

ftt TOn ft W) ^ 'HHM mHlRw WTM 3TRTT ft I 'Ejtft Wtmm ?£W mm? mft % 
ftmT3ft ft WfSTT ft 3 i mifcia ftt cTFTcT ft <jf^ ft 'ticpcfl ft, T^TOT 5Tm? ai-lft 

ftfftffid 3tfcFT 3dTlft m ’ft ^ WrTT ft, 3T?T: ^tm? eFTT? mft ft ^T EZfFT A 
WIT t I ?JcSf7 c^prm ^tT T3^r TJ^fprr WlWm ’HHl4lwH 

Tmm ^ht % mf^ ^ armmt srt yrc^cT TTf^mt f^rf^f cjtt ^<4>n<hi 

| 3Tcf: "3cm 3)q(^T feTsf 3jfa zfatllxTd 'til-MI den ^5fPTm ^<7^7 cFTTtx vj^^j ^ 

cte m^r mr ij^r ^TcTT irf^er to, ^ ^\i #, ^tt arftg ^ aumft 
Hfciw^I gftotff ^r <b cznw ftwr arjirfrr ^ ftePft I f^^r 
vkMItWii *TT^t 'd l j'dP l ch f^RT ^ WW ^ t, ^ 3T^> ctl-nt ^T ><WlN 

^ t rt^rt araferawT % ifrmsvd "j^tT t I am: ^TRm 1 , 
f^RT^r 3 cwp «ft arramt srt sricRqert g5t f^rfrr wmi wd ^r wrf 
#ft, 4^\m ^ ^tTT3rt aik Tft RRffid dtMicii ^ ^arsft ^ f^?r ^ tit 

t?ptt I am: ■jtf mm mmT t % mr ^stRft eFTTm ^i4^Pi^ %r 4 #n I 

Jiticn fgriqcS mfSqt ^r 'JT? cT3T? f^TT 1? 1% 3l|4qq7 4'41 l s' c < ^tT vdcHiqcp 

c»7kui ^jfnrm ci'ii^ ^ xjmTfsfaTR f^rftT gVfl afR ^ tiVc^ mmy 

mi i m ^ ^tt ^f^m t ft? vmn'cEm ^ mm Pi^d^l g5t yarn'd: 

mw armn g>t ^cmT 3 <pr io.ooo^Wr ^ ^mr otctt % i mm ^r 4^*1 ^ 3Tmmt ^ 
arjirtrr fcRft rnwro yftwer ^7 ftm imm cf5t mitft t I amfMSm amnctr ^> 

313 d m rnirn m^t 'T^t % ft? c^^l'vjd h, tai'HmR mm farter ^r ftmft ^qoiftqiR cm cnm 
rnmun/mmr mr % eft 1998-99 % 2001-02 ('amertt mm) 3mftr $ 4Rm 3rramt mT 
ftmfn TTcmsr T^mr mT 3frmcm mm 70 % .an 1 mnjm ^ ■ft ?m mm mi mftm t 
ftr ftRft aftTet rnmnmm ft ftm ftt mR ft wr mft ft) mift rnfft 1 ? mm wt fft^r mft mm 
mgftm mm ft mm ft 1 mftrmm cmft mr mt?m mmTftmR ft czmsift ft) ftmenfftr 
mmr mft % mfftm mft| adiimfti ft ftmT ft) w rnmn t mft fm armift ft mft ftftm 
ftft ^ % mr STfft mm tgcKi mn ^an ^ mrfft m% mft ^ armiftr ski nmjm mftmTft ft) 
f^rfft ft mrsr rnmimmTm rnmftmr mftr mr ammm mmm fftm rt mft 1 
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fd? dTfM gRT dF dfa f^dT ddT t ffa fa%fcR ^fafd^ fa fafe}; dTd fa tj^TT dfa 3 

RTdfa dfa t fad F*T PR RfadTd djed^ eFTR dfa fa fadeT fafafaol, ffadfa fed? fafad^T 

fa dfaffa dfa fa fen? dddd^ t, fa end ng^ni I dF frtt ffadT wtfe 
fafafaT FRT ^fadT STddT dd dTdoeTd RTcRT 3TTdR dR dR-dPdo ddTTdd fa RTdd fa dfat dfa 
ffadT ddT t fad ffa? t|t? fafandd fa fat fatfafaef fa srddT fa dd fa ftft m 

RTddTT fa | FRT RTdd fa dF faRT ^TTcTT fa ffa fafa WTTddo fa fadfatd 3TTEIR dd 3Tdfat STddT 

dd dRRTTfafat RTT5d dRdcT (fa^l fa I vjfa'I «ldldl fa ffa dlfa dfa vTSRR eftF fachR dd RTdd 
fa defat cRT 3TdRR ffaeT dTR eft fa 3TedTdffa fa 3TddT TJFTTdd d^T RTddt fa fad did fa TJRT 

dR RTdfa fa I fa ‘^t dTd fa RTFdd far 4 ffa> fa^T dTdfa fa dffafarfM fa, ffafa far^ 

vi<dlddo fadfa fa RTTdfa fa ffafa dfa fa RTdfa fa dT, fafR dFll(cld dTdT fa fat Ridd 
fa STddT dfa Rdfa fafa I FfT^ Wfcl-^d dMd<£J ffa? dd ffaft dTSd fat 3TdTd fa dF 
dTddT ffao Rdfa dTRT fae^ did fa ijd cpfal ^ (el 1 ? Hdfkl <TTddT -ifal fa 3TddT dF Hlfa dd 
faf 3TTETR t f^> 3TFTTF F^feR? 3TTF?£RF $ Wlf^i cflifl^ei FFT cRt cf^ efft f^rf^T 
3 KfT I 

3TPt 3JF ^T ^flcTT t % ^WR?eT ^ 10,000^0 Fd Wlf^TF §FfclT ^eT ^ 

RFRT efft WFTT 'efff t I vfl'HlRh FRRFd f%F[ W %, ^Wkjel ^ W 3 547 *ft0 FF ~m 
3<(£)4>dH Fd^ldd 3ff? kjc^ f^d ^T 28.14 ^fto cTd ^?T vidd^d f^>dl I d^gdK, % Pidd^ 

g>T 6500-8500 ^0 Fd dTf^F dd FFTTFd ^ RTddT f I -$W$\ dePTT 3 fWf eftd 

ddf SRlfcT 1999-2000, 2000-01 3ftj 2001-02(ddd^ ddi) efr ^TTd dot diWT 

R#d dot doR5I FTTd 6000 ^ 8000 ^0 Fd dlPfdo dd? dot R^t t I ^ jdd $ 

d^dojiy ^f^t yid dF 1? I^o zfF dHdi dfdd dl^t ?ldi f^o cl41k;el ^yfl^x) dot dycj^ \j| yovdi dof 
TJ?T do>^ if Pdat d^t t I 

FP dTcf dd FeeR3 dRdT RtdcT ^TdT fa Rffa FfadT dTO feTO (RftdTfafaeT) gTd 
^rftd^t Wfofad dffeTTRt dTO feTO c^ d?T ^ 4fafaeT ^ 3dfa tfadd PffaT d^T $ 
dfalFRfd^d <£141>?d fa ^T dTT^ dTef ^Pfaf dt #| if PR ddfa ^ fafaoR fa E5lfa, 
dTRjfcT ^TdEJt dl? dd?R FRI fafadM dfa ^ fed? 4fafad fa jyflkjrl fa 3TRjf^ dt^dT 
3TT^ Rtfat doRR fa Rfafa dfa dm fadffatfad fa f^Fd dRTRt ^ OFF dRfa fafadt 
faR dfafa fa gdd dfa fa fed? RTFdcT fadT W «JT I Rtffalfa fa F^T RTdd ^ RTdldd fa 
M Pi do el Tt dfa ^3dd 3TffadRt fa ^gfat fa fed? fafacd fa 3TdT fa dfa dTctt facPjf^ fa 
Rod 3 RftafafadR 5TRT 630.248 F^TR W fa RI% cTd fa d^ fa I F?fa 3TeTTdT 41 i?4\m ^ 
fafa^ fa Midicwl fa Rod ^ faR faldfa ^ffadt dd RTdfa dFT fafadtdT F“fa fa dfa 
dd RfadTd RJedo RdjTT Tjfa dd ffafa ffadT 4 dfa4 fa ij41^el dd fatfaeT fad fa fa^fa 
fayfaldeT dd RT^dd RdT^fRd t I 3Td: dF dTfa dd fatf 3TTETR d^f t ffa faffad dd RfalTd 
^edo fa fad dfa Tf faffacR fad fafafaeT fa ffa RTdTd Rod fa ddlfad fafa t I 

3TF: dF dTdT dffdT t ffa ^Rtfad dd RfadTd ^edo eFTTdT dndT RTTfafafafo ffa fa tl 

di4tct*i Rfam<i gjeth 
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WR Tjft ^1% RTR 3lfcR ERR P)4dcl RR t $>HfcTR R^HH RReT 3 

3EffiR WR <£t RRRT ER5$ R^f WT ETTcTT £ I 

RHR qft g? PUltd 3 fryft RTT Rjl'HE 

fldUlftd ^TRT E> 3HJRR R^ 2001-02 (RRR3t RR?) ^ ^RR RRR Rlt 
r? Mr ^?ff cftt Mr Pihi^r ^t m- 


^7T/^R 

RRT 

(^0 SR) 

% feRTT 


618 

12.43 

vd^Ht 

1109 

22.31 

ETTRTR 

364 

7.32 


1515 

30.48 

^.RTT.R. 

1365 

27.46 

fcT 

4971 

100 


TJR ftEblRsfl 

tjirJrr Tjfrer qRuiinl r>t gztpt 3 RicT ^ r? Mrar eire t f^ rrr 3 ^ 

cfc Mtfo EERTcfi ^ <£ WTTRRTT RTt R»?R drT ^ t ?T«Tr 3TPt 

3fr? arfcT ^r RE T3RR t 3^7 ^ET ERRT MetM f%cF ^ M % ERR A f#RR E* 

3h I il IcTl Rf tfl’1 S^ E^t 3TEf£r ^ feTR ^5flETE cTRTET vr| i ^ | 

Wl4N i^dR E?t 'i'M Xlf^l EE ^icpdi cpy^ R* feTR, v5fr D\!c^ \JtiVl Rlt STfrT ^ 
feE? EEfa M 3ftY fv>RR* EE>Rlc+Hcp ERTEtETS TERMER? sM, ^STTR cf?[ 
nRR^fciiil, <5)l'dipy EER) cpH SRcTT v 3EETE RTt ERIE N>iilI J |i|l 1? 3fR d^'dlM ^tfflRTE 

rjrrt E>t rtet re Mrr rr^t r> fcirr ^ MrtT ee Mr ter ret & i w were 

dlEd EY 3llt)iRd 1? Ril'd E> fd^ ^fdd RETEtETE sffa RSfsJcT ’JeE pil'd R?t ^ddl *) <Rdd 

ETERE *JeE T5RT MRIE EERt ^ 111 R - ^ 2000-01 (d<SI L l'<l%S ePtsIl) sflE 2001-02 
(3TdRrro^f$ra) E?t 3TEfr E> M R?[ Mrs >H^lRd ^RT^T efFR 3lk dl>W^ch 

dMld ’Zpt ^6dX ^T ^T Mll^ld ^ ^FRT iilfticpdd ftIHdl ( J f[4*?ld) ^ 

'ddlf^d dI J Id cpT RET R3T J ldl % I tl'ic^ vidlldcpi ^ ddl4 ^dllfd EY ^Rllfcld 

3TR ^ 3r"RTY ^R cTR ^?[ ERT ^TT ^RT f^RT %, fbf^T 3I^5 TT^kT 3Tt^f7 RETT RRT % 3fR 
iJ'HleR RTf^T 3fRTcT Gdlldd cTRcT ^ 3TEJR RY RR ^ RR ^T% (RtRfR) <Et Tjf%fcT RR?IT 
RR t 3lk TT^Rfrf ^ Rf t I RRR Rf 2001-02 (RTRR^ cTR?) ^ feR RRJ'lRld 

RT% 3f[RR 3TTRR R? ^t3TT^RT 3TRET 3?RcTt R? tf\ f^RR fcfRT RRT t I 

T^RT^RR 3TTRTR R?Rrf $ 3ftRR 3TTOR Rf cfiET 3RlM afa ^?RTf RRRt ^ feTR RRTRRTR 
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fcFR R? f | 33WrfcRf fRRRRjff qfcf ^TcT 3 RRn ^T3 ^ 3 4Rd<fr, 

cRR R, eR HTFT R mi m t | ^T tfR^eFT ^ R 5TTO RR cR 

TrraT 3TT£TTRrT t I 5RRR R 3 RRTRr 3JRF R|Rt cR vJcRT RR R R 

Rddd yiRf deft 'illRid Rh^l T RTT f' R tRc^ \jEjR cR ^ RR RFmcT cfrR R foR v^Rjcl 
RR RR RrtR vjR arFiTcf RRR mIcK-mR R RR rptRrr cf^rr ^Renupfcp «r rrtt i 
■eRc^ \3tlVl fJRT +l‘+>NlcH<+> 'ddlR'Jldi cR ^fcTerRRcp «rR R iR'lvUisJ xERtR 
^c<fv R wte ^RfanR Rf w fcRTR cp^r RmR?T Rt ^nR t fR r^t 

R RRlR R GTTOTcft Rf RfTFJRR cfR Rf cR 3RfR R foR JJRTT^TR RPrfR<i ^f R? 
^fraRT ?JcR cRTR RR fR fR |RRr R RReR 3TR)Tcfr R R+RT jg RRR cTCTT 3TFf 

3fk RfR srRr ?R R ^R R *Rcj fjRr <R ffrstt ^nR fR fen? r^TcR t i 


3RfR 

3TjRR|tf cfeT 
! RR5TUF epT j 

4uj<ii #jca; 

(%) 

?Rrr ?jc5i> (%) 

(2-3) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

£SR cR 

25 + 22 

25 % 

22 

f|Rfq crR 

25 + 15 

: 

15 

^dt^T cp^ 

25+09 

1 

09 


[^ R RT,RfV3rRiRt/1/2002 ] 
■33R. %. ?p=rTT, ’tfiPt^vw (xsfrm) 
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OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 25th June, 2002 

Sub: Safeguard Duty investigation against imports of Epichlorohydrin 
into India under Rule 5 of the Customs Tariff (Identification and 
Assessment of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 (hereinafter 
referred to as the SGD Rules) read with Section 8B of the 
Customs Tariff Act 1975} - final findings. 


G.S.R, 471(E).—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act. 1975 and the Customs Tariff (Identification 
and Assessment of Safeguard Dun ) Rules, 1997 thereof 


A. PROCEDURE 


The Notice of initiation of safeguard duty investigation concerning 
imports of Epichlorohydrin into India was issued on 14.03.2002 and was 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary on 21.03.2002. A copy of the 
Notice alongwith copy of Application and a questionnaire was sent to all known 
interested parties to make their views known by 26 th April 2002 namely:- 


Domestic Producers 

(i) Tamilnadu Petroproducts Limited (TPL), Chennai 


Importers/User Industries 

(i) Dr Beck &co( India ) Ltd, Pune 

(ii) Atul limited, Valsad, Gujara\ 

(iii) Synthetics & Polymer Industries, Ahmedabad 

(iv) Parikh Resins Ltd (Resinova Chernie Ltd), Kanpur 

(v) Resins and Plastics Ltd, Raighad 

(vi) Petro Araldite Pvt. Ltd, Chennai 

(vii) Parikh Resins and Polymers Ltd. Unnao, U P. 

(viii) Bharat General Textile Industries, Calcutta 

(ix) Bengal Poly Resins Pvt Ltd, Calcutta 

(x) Delta Industrial Resin Pvt Ltd, Mumbai 

(xi) Pragati Chemicals Ltd, Mumbai 
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(xii) Kemwell Pvt., Ltd, Bangalore 
(xiii) IPCA Laboratories Limited , Mumbai 

(xiv) Easy Term Enterprise, Mumbai 

(xv) Ratanchand & Co. Mumbai 

(xvi) C.J.Shah & Company, Mumbai 
(xvii) Manali Chemicals, Mumbai 
(xviii) Urmi Chemicals, Mumbai 

(xix) Rasiklal & Co., Mumbai 

(xx) Alfa Chemical Corporation , Mumbai 

(xxi) Paresh Chemical Corporation , Mumbai 
(xxii) Rashmi Trading Company, Mumbai 
(xxiii) Beekay Enterprises, Baroda/ Mumbai 


Exporters 

(i) Daiso Co. Ltd., Japan 

(ii) Dow Chemical Company,U.S.A, 

(iii) Solvay SA, Belgium 

(iv) Hanwha Chemical Corp., Korea 


Associations 

(i) Chemical Industries Association, Chennai 

(ii) Indian Resin Manufacturers Association , Mumbai 

2. A copy of the notice of initiation alongwith the application and 
questionnaire was also sent to the governments of exporting countries through 
their High Commissions/Embassies in New Delhi namely Belgium, China , 
Germany, Japan, Korea RP, U.K., USA and to the European Union, Delegation 
of the European Commission in India, New Delhi. 

3. Request for extension of time to submit their reply was made by Dow 
Chemical Company,U.S.A.and Solvay SA, Belgium. The extension of time, 
prayed for, was acceded to and the parties concerned were informed accordingly. 

4. Replies to the Notice dated 14.03.2002 and to the questionnaire were 
received from the following parties: - 


Domestic Producers 

Tamilnadu Petroproducts Limited (TPL), Chennai 
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Importer/User Industries 

(i) Atul Limited, Valsad, Gujarat* 

(ii) Synthetics & Polymer Industries, Ahmedabad* 

(iii) Parikh Resins Ltd (Resinova Chemie Ltd), Kanpur 

(iv) Bharat General Textile Industries, Calcutta* 

(v) Petro Araldite Pvt. Ltd, Chennai* 

(vi) Bengal Poly Resins Pvt Ltd, Calcutta* 

(vii) Delta Industrial Resin Pvt. Ltd, Mumbai* 

(viii) Pragati Chemicals Ltd, Mumbai* 

(ix) Kemwell Pvt., Ltd, Bangalore 

(x) Beekay Enterprises, Baroda 
* Through Counsel 


Exporters 

(i) Daiso Co Ltd., Japan 

(ii) Dow Chemical Company,U.S.A. 

(iii) Solvay SA, Belgium 

(iv) Hanwha Chemical Corp., Korea 


Associations 

Chemical Industries Association, Chennai 


5 Verification of the information considered necessary for the investigation was 
done and to this end a team of officers visited the premises of domestic producer. 
The outcome of the investigations was conveyed to the domestic producer and a 
copy of the verification report was also placed in Public File. 

6. A Public Hearing was given to all interested parties on 31st May 2002, notice 
for which was sent on 26.04.2002. During the Public Hearing the interested 
parties were requested to file their written submission of oral arguments made by 
them by 06.06 2002 collect replies filed by others on 07 06.2002 and to file 
rebuttals, if any, by 14 06.2002. The following parties attended the Public Hearing; 

(i) Tamilnadu Petroproducts Limited (TPL), Chennai 

(ii) Atul Limited, Valsad, Gujarat 

(iii) Synthetics & Polymer Industries, Ahmedabad 

(iv) Pankh Resins Ltd (Resinova Chemie Ltd), Kanpur 

(v) Petro Araldite Pvt. Ltd, Chennai 

(vi) Delta Industrial Resin Pvt. Ltd, Mumbai 

(vii) Solvay SA, Belgium 
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(viii) Hanwha Chemical Corp., Korea 

(ix) Delegation of European Commission (European Union), 
New Delhi 


Some of the interested parties requested for another Public hearing on the 
ground that TPL has not effectively replied to their queries during the Public 
Hearing held on 31.05.2002, which has prevented them from effectively dealing 
with various issues. In this regard, it is observed that under the procedure 
followed, it is not mandatory for the domestic producers to provide on the spot 
clarification to the queries raised by other parties. The purpose of providing the 
opportunity of seeking clarification at the time of public hearing is to remove 
doubts in understanding of the submissions made by other parties. TPL had 
mentioned and it was agreed that they wouid provide additional information 
sought by other parties at the time of filing v/ritten submissions. Accordingly, TPL 
has provided the necessary clarification in their submissions. Further, only that 
information is taken into consideration, which is reduced in writing. All the 
information so received was placed in public file, besides handing over copies to 
the interested parties, who could rebut the same at the time of filing their rebuttals, 
if any. Some of the main points that were sought to be clarified by the interested 
parties related to capacity of TPL, increased imports, unforeseen developments, 
accelerated depreciation policy of TPL, feasibility of adjustment plans etc.. All 
these issues have been appropriately dealt with in the findings and I find no 
justification for any further public hearing in the matter. 

Another request has also been made on 20 June, 2002 for providing a copy of the 
rejoinder (rebuttals) filed by the petitioners and for permission to file comments on 
the same. This request does not merit consideration, both on ground that it is 
made after completion of all procedure on 14 6.2002 and as per the procedure 
parties are at liberty to file rebuttals after collection of written submissions. The 
procedure does not envisage further submissions after filing of rebuttals. If such a 
request is allowed, it will be an unending process, leading to no finality at any 
stage. The request, therefore, could not be acceded to. 


Domestic Industry 

The application for imposition of safeguard duty on ECH has been filed by 
Tamilnadu Petroproducts Ltd (hereinafter referred to as TPL for the sake of 
brevity). In India, ECH is produced by only TPL and they account for the entire 
domestic production. The application is, therefore, considered to have been 
made by the domestic industry producing ECH. 


Product under Investigatio n 

The product under investigation is Epichlorohydrin (ECH). ECH is a basic 
organic chemical with chemical formula CH2-CH-CH-CH2CL, classified under 
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sub-heading No.2910.30 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 and 
under 29103000 of the Indian Trade Classification (ITC) based on the 
Harmonised Commodity Description. This classification of Epichlorohydrin under 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and the ITC has been indicated for the purpose of 
convenience and in no way restricts the scope of the coverage of the product 
under investigation. ECH is produced by Chlorine addition to Propylene, which is 
akin to international standard of manufacturing. ECH is produced by obtaining 
Allyl Chloride by direct Chlorination of Propylene and Chlorine in gaseous phase 
at elevated temperatures. Chlorohydrination of Allyl Chloride is carried out in 
aqueous medium using Chlorine to obtain Dichlorohydrin. Further Hydrolysis of 
Dichlorohydrin is carried out at boiling temperature of water using lime as 
saponifying agent. Hydrolysing reaction is accomplished in a stripping tower 
where ECH is stripped. The raw ECH is rectified in fractionation system. ECH is 
a Petrochemical used as key raw material in the manufacture of Epoxy Resins, 
Pesticides and certain Pharmaceutical formulations. Both, the imported ECH and 
the domestically produced ECH are alike. 


Commitments undertaken and the applicable rate of duty 

ECH falling under Tariff heading No.2910.30 has been bound at 40% ad- 
valorem, with no quantity restrictions imposed on the imports. The applicable rate 
of import duty (basic + surcharge, if any) on ECH was 65% ad-valorem in 1994-95, 
which was gradually brought down to 42% in 1995-96, 32% in 1996-97, 25% in 
1997-98 and 1998-99, increased to 27.5% in 1999-2000 and 2000-01, before 
restoring to 25% ad-valorem in 2001-02. 


Increased imports 

ECH is imported into India mainly from Belgium, Germany, Japan, Korea 
(RP) and USA. The import and domestic production of ECH during last five years 
were as under: 


Table 1 


Year 

Domestic 

Production 

(MT) 

Imports 

Qty 

MT 

(MT) 

Value 
(Rs.Lakhs) 

Imports as a %age of 
Domestic Production 

1996-97 

3595 

761 

411.55 

21.17 

1997-98 

2349 

1931 

901.41 

82.20 

1998-99 

951 

2933 

1497.80 

308.41 

1999-00 

951 

4614 

2104.74 

485.17 

2000-01 

3620 

4294 

2550.28 

118.61 

2001-02( Jan) 

2997 

4971* 

2171.91 

165.87 

* As verified from the Customs au< 

FhbYities. 
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The import of ECH during the period between 1996-97 has increased in 
absolute terms from 761MT in 1996-97 to 4294 MT in 2000-01. During the year 
2001-02, for which the data has been verified with the Commissioners of Customs 
at the ports of imports upto January 2002, the import of ECH was 4971 MT On 
pro-rata basis the import of ECH during the current year 2001-02 works out to 
5965 MT. 

On a comparison of end point to end point it is observed that the import of 
ECH has increased to more than 6 times from 761 MT in 1996-97 to 4971 MT in 
2001-02 (upto January). It is important to note that the import of ECH peaked to 
4614 MT in 1999-2000, before declining to 4294 MT in 2000-01 and again rising 
to 4971 MT in 2001-02 (upto January). The year wise increase in the import was 
154% in 1997-98 over 1996-97; 52% in 1998-99 over 1997-98; 57% in 1999-2000 
over 1998-99, a decline of 7% in 2000-01 as compared to 1999-00 and again an 
increase of 40% in 2001-02 (on pro-rata basis) over 2000-01, In absolute terms, 
therefore, the imports of ECH have increased over the years, except in the year 

2000- 01 when the imports declined by 7% as compared to the immediately 
preceding year. However, on an average, during the last three years i.e. 1999- 
2002 the imports of ECH on an average was 4958 MT per annum, which is 164% 
higher than the average imports of 1875 MT during the preceding three years i.e. 
1996-99. 

As regards increase in imports of ECH compared to domestic production, it 
is observed that the domestic production of ECH in 1996-97 was 3595 MT, which 
increased marginally to 3620 MT in 2000-01 and to 2997 MT in 2001-02 (upto 
January) i.e, to 3596 MT in 2001-02 (for the whole year) on a pro-rata basis. 

The imports of ECH as a percentage of domestic production were 21.17% 
in 1996-97 which increased rapidly to 485.17% in 1999-2000 and thereafter 
declined to 118.61% in 2000-01 but increased again by about 47 percentage 
points to 165.87% in 2001-02. As compared to the initial figures of 21.17% in 
1996-97, the imports show a substantially higher percentage - 165.87% of 
domestic production in 2001-02 which is almost eight times that of 1996-97. Even 
as compared to 1997-98, when the imports were 82.2% of domestic production, 
the imports percentage in 2001-02 has doubled as compared to the domestic 
production, The imports have thus increased both in absolute terms as well as 
relative to domestic production. 

It has been submitted by some of the interested parties that ‘safeguard 
measures’ being ‘emergency measures’, the imports must show a sudden 
increase in a short span. To this end, they suggest that imports of ECH should be ■ 
considered only during the last three years i.e. 1999-2000 to 2001-02. During this 
period, the imports of ECH have stagnated, being 4614 MT in 1999-2000, 4294 Mt 
in 2000-01 and 3846 MT in 2001-02 (upto January) and therefore there is no 
‘increased imports’ of ECH. I, however, find no support to this submission, either 
on the basis of facts or from the law. On facts, the imports in the current year i.e. 

2001- 02 (up to January) have increased by 40% over 2000-01. As regards the 
legal provisions, neither the domestic safeguard law nor the Agreement on 
Safeguards support this contention. In practice also most of the Members of WTO 
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have been analysing imports over a period of five years or more. Looking to the 
peculiar facts of this case, as discussed below, I hold that consideration of 
imports, as well as other parameters for the period 1996-97 onwards to be fully 
justified in this case. 


Unforeseen Developments. 

The domestic producers have submitted that the production of ECH was 
conceived in the year 1992 as an import substitute to epoxy manufacturers, who 
had an installed capacity of about 9000 MT pa and the rate of duty on the import 
of ECH was 115% and that on epoxy resins 65% for general use and 20% for use 
in electronic industry. By the time the ECH plant came into production, the 
customs duties came down substantially and went on declining further Some of 
their buyers could not bear the onslaught of increased imports of epoxy resins and 
finally closed down in the year 1998-99. Besides, the exporters reduced the 
prices of both ECH and epoxy resins and thereby captured the market, forcing the 
domestic producers to cut-down their production as they could not sell their 
products even at a price much below their variable cost. 

It has been argued by some of the interested parties that there is no 
unforeseen development in the market place which could justify imposition of 
safeguard duty. According to them unforeseen developments shall normally 
include such of those developments which were not foreseen by the negotiators 
of a Member-country at the time of extending the concession or undertaking the 
said obligation under the aegis of WTO. 

As regards the ‘unforeseen developments’ it is observed that the Appellate 
Body in US-Lamb (WT/DS177/AB/R, WT/DS178 AB/R, adopted 16 th May 2001) 
stated that “unforeseen developments” is a circumstance whose existence must 
be demonstrated as a matter of fact for a safeguard measure to be applied 
consistently with Article XIX. 

In this context, it is observed that it is a matter of fact that the import duty 
has been brought down sharply on ECH, between the period the production of 
ECH was conceived and the production actually was made available, which has 
coincided with sharp reduction in import prices of ECH during the period 1996-97 
to 1999-2000. The CIF imports prices during the period declined from US $ 1528 
per Mt to US $ 1059 per MT. However, the most pertinent fact in this regard is the 
lack of an internationally competitive manufacturing support , The domestic 
producers conceived the production of ECH on the basis that Propylene, the most 
important raw material for ECH production will be available to them from the 
Chennai Petroleum Corporation Ltd. (CPCL) but this did not come through, as 
their (CPCL) supplies were enough only for their existing customers. The 
alternative domestic source of Propylene supply was Indian Oil Corporation, 
Mathura, which is far away and involves high transpbrtation cost besides being 
hazardous. IOC has also suspended the credit facility due to demand/supply gap. 
Efficient production of ECH thus depended on imported Propylene. Here again, 
the Chennai Port Trust does not allow imports of Propylene through Chennai Port 
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being hazardous. The domestic producers, therefore, created a small terminal 
facility at Cuddalore, 200 Kms from South of Chennai for facilitating imports 
through barges, which is quite cumbersome and costly. Besides the poor 
infrastructural facilities, high cost of power and financing make the domestic 
production of ECH further in-competitive compared to imported ECH. These 
unforeseen developments have resulted in increased imports of ECH coupled with 
the fact of reduction in import duty and imports being allowed without any 
quantitative restrictions. 


Serious Injury 

The determination of serious injury requires evaluation of all relevant 
factors of an objective and quantifiable nature having a bearing on the situation of 
the domestic industry, in particular, the rate and amount of the increase in imports 
of the article concerned in absolute and relative terms, the share of domestic 
market taken by increased imports, changes in the level of sales, production, 
productivity, capacity utilisation, profits and losses, and employment. 

While the rate and amount of the increase in imports of ECH in absc.^te 
terms as well as in relative terms has already been analysed under the heading 
‘increased imports’, other aspects are discussed below: 


(a) Domestic Production 


An analysis of various factors attributing to the present status of domestic 
industry reveals that the only domestic producer of ECH namely M/s. Tamilnadu 
Petroproducts Ltd., commissioned their production in the last week of March 1995, 
producing only 5MT in 1994-95. During the period under consideration, TPL 
produced 3595 MT of ECH in 1996-97, 2349 MT in 1997-98, 951 Mt in 1998-99 
and in 1999-2000 and 3620 MT in 2000-01. They produced 2997 MT of ECH in 
2001-02 (upto January, 2002) which on pro-rata basis works out to 3596 MT for 
the whole of 2001-02. The domestic production thus declined from a peak of 
3595 MT in 1996-97 to a bare 951 MT in 1998-99 and 1999-2000. Thereafter the 
domestic production of ECH went upto 3620 MT in 2000-01 and. to 3596 MT (on 
pro-rata basis) in 2001-02. 

Some of the parties have argued that the domestic producers had made an 
application for safeguard investigation against increased imports of ECH in 1998- 
99, when all the essential parameters for imposition of safeguard duty were 
manifold more in favour of the petitioner at that point of time, which was rejected 
by the Director General If the petitioners did not have any case for imposition of 
safeguard duty on ECH then, they have no case now. 

In this regard, it is observed that TPL had filed an application for imposition 
of safeguard duty.on imported ECH in the year 1998-99 on 12.06.1998. It is a 
matter of fact. The more important fact, however, is, as mentioned above, that 
TPL commenced their production of ECH in the last week of March, 1995. Thus, 
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when TPL made the application on 12.06.98, they had a track record for the just 
three years immediately after commencing the production and the figures of 
production of ECH during the three years i.e. 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98 were 
3134 MT, 3595 MT and 2349 MT respectively and that of import as 2374 Mt, 761 
MT and 1931 MT respectively. An analysis of those figures did not support a 
prima facie case for initiation of a safeguard investigation against ‘increased 
imports' of ECH causing serious injury to domestic producers of ECH and 
accordingly it was not considered appropriate to initiate a safeguard investigation 
at ‘that’ point of time, 

As apprehended in 1998-99 by the domestic producers, however, the 
imports of ECH increased in the subsequent years. In 1998-99 the imports of 
ECH increased to 2933 MT from 1931 MT in 1997-98. The imports further 
increased to 4614 MT in 1999-2000; 4294 MT in 2000-01 and to 4971 MT (upto 
January) in 2001-02. The domestic production of ECH in 1998-99 and in 1999- 
2000 declined to a mere 951 MT. In 2000-01 and 2001-02 the domestic 
production increased to 3620 MT and 3596 MT (on pro-rata basis) respectively. 
This increase in domestic production in the last two years has, however, to be 
seen in the proper perspective. To meet with the competition from imports, in 
their application dated 12.06.98, TPL envisaged an alliance with Ciba Geigy for 
setting up a Joint Venture Company for manufacture of epoxy resins, thereby 
providing a venue for supply of ECH manufactured by them to this new company. 
Accordingly, a new company in the name of Petro Araldite Pvt. Ltd. was set up, 
which was commissioned in 1999. PAPL are into epoxy resins business and are 
one of the largest consumers of ECH in the country, sourcing their requirement of 
ECH exclusively from TPL, which explains the increase in domestic production of 
ECH by TPL in the years 2000-01 and 2001-02. But for this development, TPL 
would have not been able to find a reason to achieve higher productions. It is also 
pertinent to observe that the apparent domestic consumption from 1996-97 to 
2001-02 (upto January, 2002) increased from 2546 MT to 6797 MT i.e. by 206% 
but the domestic production of ECH has remained almost stagnant at around 3600 
MT per annum, which was the level of production in 1996-97 itself. 


(b) Capacity Utilisation 

TPL have stated their installed capacity of ECH as 10,000 MT per annum. 
Accordingly, they achieved capacity utilisation of 35,.95% in 1996-97, which kept 
on falling to 23.49% in 1997-98, 9.51% in 1998-99 and also in 1999-2000. 
Keeping in line with the increased production in 2000-01 and 2001-02, as 
discussed above, the capacity utilisation also has shown improvement over 1998- 
2000 to 36.2% and 35.96% (on pro-rata basis) for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 
respectively. The capacity utilisation, however, remained at a low of about 36% at 
best during the period considered. 

(b) Sales 


TPL has considered sales of ECH to PAPL as captive consumption, but 
in view of the fact that PAPL is a separate joint venture entity, which is engaged in 
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the business of production of epoxy resins both for the domestic market, as well 
as for exports, it is not appropriate to consider sales of ECH by TPL to PAPL as 
captive consumption. In any case, whether used captively or sold in the market, it 
does not make any difference for the purpose of safeguard investigations. 
However, ECH used by PAPL in the export production of epoxy resins was sold by 
TPL on deemed exports basis under DEEC scheme. These sales of ECH are not 
being considered as a part of domestic sales. 

TPL sold a total of 3753 MT of ECH in 1996-97, out of which 1785 MT were 
sold in the domestic market and balance 1968 MT were exported. In 1997-98, 
both the domestic sales and exports declined to 1389 MT and 19 MT respectively. 
In 1998-99 the domestic sales further declined to 1241 MT and exports were 
marginally improved to 118 MT. In 1999-2000, the domestic sales, including 
export sales in the domestic market on deemed export basis to PAPL were 1656 
MT, out of which the sale to PAPL were 1196 MT for domestic consumption, 360 
MT for use in export production on deemed export basis and 100 MT were sold to 
other buyers. In 2000-01, the total sales by TPL were 3221 MT, which included 
exports of 401.57 MT of ECH, 626 MT sales in the domestic market to buyers 
other then PAPL and the balance to PAPL including 1080 MT for export 
production on deemed export basis. In 2001-02, the total sales of ECH were 3326 
MT, including 516 MT to domestic buyers other than PAPL and balance 2810 MT 
to PAPL including 1500 MT on deemed exports basis. 

The table below gives details of Production, sales and closing stock of 
domestically produced ECH 


Table 2 


Year 

Production 

(MT) 

Sales of ECH (Ml 

r ) 

Closing 

Stock 

(MT) 

PAPL 

Other 

buyers 

Total 

Domestic 

sales 

Exports 

including 

deemed 

exports 

Total 

1996-97 

3595 

-- 

1785 

1785 

1968 

3753 

. 

278 

1997-98 

2349 

-- 

1389 

1389 

19 

1408 

1219 

1998-99 

951 

- 

1241 

1241 

118 

1359 

811 

1999-00 

951 

1196 

100 

1296 

360 

1656 

106 

2000-01 

3620 

1113 

626 

1739 

1482 

3221 

505 

2001-02 

(upto 

January) 

2997 

1310 

516 

1 

1826 

1500 

3326 

176 


It is observed from the data tabulated above that the domestic producers 
sold a total of 1785 MT of ECH in the domestic market in 1996-97, which 
gradually declined to 1389 MT in 1997-98 and to 1241 MT in 1998-99. Their 
domestic sales improved subsequently only after PAPL commenced their 
production and started lifting ECH from TPL. The sales to PAPL resulted in total 
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domestic sales improving to 1296 MT in 1999-00, 1739 MT in 2000-01 and to 
1826 MT in 2001-02 (upto January). It is observed that the apparent domestic 
consumption (ADC) increased by about 167% from 1996-97 to 2001-02 (on pro¬ 
rata basis). Year wise the ADC increased over the previous year by about 30% in 
1997-98; 26% in 1998-99; 42% in 1999-2000; 2% in 2000-01 and 13% in 2001- 
02. The domestic sales should have also increased accordingly, which is not the 
case. The domestic sales (excluding quantity supplied on deemed export basis) 
was 1826 MT till January in 2001-02 i.e. only 22% higher than 1996-97 on a pro¬ 
rata basis. 


(d) Stocks 

The closing stocks of ECH of the domestic producers was 278 MT in 1996- 
97, 1219 MT in 1997-98, 811 MT in 1998-99, 106 MT in 1999-00, 505 MT in 2000- 
01 and 176 MT at the end of January 2002. The closing stock gradually reduced 
from a high of 1219 MT in 1997-98 to 106 MT in 1999-00 before rising to 505 MT 
in 2000-01 and then again declining to 176 MT at the end of January 2002. 


(e) Employment 

The domestic producers have submitted that at no point of time the plant 
could be operated at more than 36% plant capacity, which has led to a sense of 
insecurity and loss of employment of around 270 personnel - 160 officers and 
about 110 from the staff cadre, over the last five years. 


(f) Productivity 


The productivity of TPL for ECH in MT per employee was 29.95 MT in 
1996-97. It declined to 19.58 MT in 1997-98 and to a mere 7.93 MT during 1998- 
99 and 1999-2000. However with the increase in production, the productivity has 
increased to 30.16 MT in 2000-01 and to 32.21 MT in 2001-02. As regards 
productivity per unit capital employed, it declined from 28.54MT/crore of Rs. in 
1996-97 to 17.88 in 1997-98, 6.89 in 1998-99 and to 6.57 in 1999-2000. It 
increased to 24.84 MT/crore of Rs. In 2000-01 but again declined to 19.92 
MT/crore of Rs. in 2001-02. 


(g) » Profitability 

TPL have been selling ECH at a loss. Their sale realisation is below the 
cost of production and hence they are incurring losses. Over the years their cost 
of production of ECH was as under: 
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Table 3 


Year 

Cost of Production 
(Rs. MT) 

Sales realisation 
(Rs.MT) 

1996-97 

1,33,114 

58426 

1997-98 

1,21,734 

65531 

1998-99 

2,71,020 

67341 

1999-2000 

3,36,615 

66769 

2000-01 

1,39,906 

75363 

2001-02 

1,11,673 

65107 


TPL has incurred losses on their ECH production. The year wise losses 
were Rs. 26.02 crores in 1996-97, Rs. 18.52 crores in 1997-98, Rs. 16.85 crores in 
1998-99, Rs.21.02 crores in 1999-00, Rs.26.08 crores in 2000-01 and Rs.27.25 
crores (un-audited) in 2001-02. The losses which initially declined in 1997-98 and 

1998- 99 as compared to previous year have started increasing from the year 

1999- 2000 onwards and reached to a peak of Rs. 27.25 crores in the current year. 
Even with higher production and higher sales in 2000-01 and 2001-02, TPL have 
incurred higher losses in these years. 

From the above analysis, it is observed that TPL suffered serious injury as 
reflected by a significant overall impairment in their performance in the years 
1998-99 and 1999-2000, when their production dipped to a low of 951 MT 
consecutively for two years with domestic sales touching to the lowest of 1241 MT 
in 1998-99 and remaining at 1296 MT in the next year. Their capacity utilisation 
also dropped to a bare 9.51% during this period and they incurred heavy losses of 
about Rs. 38 crores during these years on their ECH operations. Apprehending 
the onslaught of imports, TPL had sought safeguard protection in the year 1998- 
99 and had worked out an adjustment plan for itself involving various measures, 
including setting up of PAPL. These steps did improve their performance in the 
subsequent years i.e. 2000-01 and 2001-02 but as no safeguard protection was 
given to them, the imports of ECH continued unabated with 4294 MT landing into 
India in 2000-01 and 4971 MT upto January 2002. With the setting up of PAPL, 
TPL were able to increase their protection, capacity utilisation, productivity and 
domestic sales as compared to the previous year but the continued threat of 
serious injury loomed large on them in the shape of loss in productivity in terms of 
capital employed, stagnant domestic production, capacity utilisation and sales not 
keeping pace with the increase in apparent domestic consumption with increased 
losses of Rs.26.08 crores incurred in 2000-01 and Rs.27.25 crores (un-audited) in 
2001-02, i.e. a total loss of Rs. 53.38 crores in 2000-01 and 2001-02 as compared 
to Rs. 37.87 crores in 1998-99 and 1999-2000. 
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Cause of Injury 

The table below shows domestic sales (excluding domestic sales for export 
production on deemed export basis) of ECH by TPL, imports of ECH and the 
shares of domestic production and imports in Apparent Domestic Consumption 
(domestic sales + imports): 


Table 4 


Year 

Domestic 

sales 

(MT) 

Imports 

(MT) 

ADC 

(MT) 

Share of 
domestic 
sales In 
ADC % 

Share of 
imports 
in ADC% 

1996-97 

1785 

761 

2546 

70.1 

29.9 

1997-98 

1389 

1931 

3320 

41.8 

58.2 

1998-99 

1241 

2933 

4174 

1 

29.7 

i_____ 

70.3 

1999-00 

1296 

4614 

5910 

21.9 

78.1 

2000-01 

1739 

4294 

6033 

28.8 

71.2 

2001-02 

(upto 

January) 

1826 

L____ 

4971 

6797 

i 

l 

26.86 

— - -- • - 

73.14 


From the data tabulated above, it is observed that TPL had a market share 
of 70.1% in the Apparent Domestic Consumption (ADC) in 1996-97, which 
declined to 41.8%, 29.7% and to21.9% in 1997-98, 1998-99 and 1999-2000 
respectively. The share lost by the domestic producers was captured by the 
imports, which increased from 29.9% in 1996-97 to 58.2% in 1997-98, 70.3% in 
1998-99 and to a high of 78.1% in 1999-2000. With the setting up of the Joint 
Venture Company PAPL, the share of domestic producers of ECH improved 
marginally to 28.8% in 2000-01 before declining to 26.86% in 2001-02, with the 
share of imported ECH falling marginally to 71.2% and again rising to 73.14% 
respectively during this period. 


It is observed that the injury to the domestic producers of ECH has more 
prominently manifested itself in the form of losses incurred by them, particularly so 
during the most recent period i.e. 2000-01 and 2001-02. In this regard it is 
observed that ECH was imported into India during the period 1996-97 to 2001-02 
(upto January) at prices as mentioned below in the table: 
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Table 5 


Year 

CIF Import 
Prices in 
USS/MT 

CIF Import 
Prices in 
Rs./MT 

Landed price 
(CIF +lmport 
duty) 

1996-97 

1528 

54077 

71382 

1997-98 

1235 

46681 

58352 

1998-99 

1242 

51075 

63844 

1999-00 

1059 

45621 

58167 

2000-01 

1318 

59483 

75841 

2001-02 
(upto January) 

1090 

43691* 

54057* 


"Based on Customs Data 


TPL has stated that they sell ECH in the domestic market keeping in view 
the landed price parity and that due to steady decline in import price, they were 
forced to reduce their selling prices resulting into financial losses to them. It is a 
matter of fact that TPL have been selling ECH at prices much below their cost, 
resulting in financial losses to them. ECH is importable into India without any 
quantitative restrictions, As such, the landed price of imported ECH governs the - 
domestic market price since it provides the comparative bench mark for the 
buyers to make their buying decisions. 

It is also a matter of fact that the CIF import price of ECH have steadily 
declined. In 1996-97, the CIF import prices in USS/MT were on an average 1528, 
which thereafter declined to 1235, 1242 and 1059 in 1999-2000 before rising to 
1318 US$/MT in 2000-01 and again declining to US$ 1090 per MT in 2001-02 
(upto January). The increase in imports coincides with this decline in price. In 
1996-97, the imports were 761 MT, which increased to 1931 MT, 2933 MT and 
ppaked to 4614 MT in 1999-2000 with the lowest average CIF price of 1059 
US$/MT. By the year 1998-99 and 1999-2000, the domestic production was 
reduced to a bare 951 MT per annum. Having almost wiped out the domestic 
production, the import prices increased to 1318 US$/MT but as the domestic 
production was raised to 3620 MT in 2000-01, which was mainly on account of 
setting up of PAPL and their buying support extended to TPL, the import prices 
again have come down to almost their lowest level at 1090 US$/MT in 2001-02, 
threatening the domestic production of ECH. 

It has been argued by some of the interested parties that CIF price of 
imported ECH in US$ is of no relevant^ to TPL as their consumers have paid for 
the material in Indian rupees and, therefore, import price in Indian rupees alone is 
of relevance both to the consumers and TPL. In Indian rupees, the import price 
has increased by about 20% in 2001-02 as compared to Rs.45621 PMT in 1999- 
2000. TPL were neither selling reasonable volume in the past nor intended to sell 































38 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY . 


even when the prices were very substantially higher, for instance in 2000. Such 
being the case, they submitted that decline in prices is not relevant to TPL. 

I am afraid this argument is wholly untenable. The petitioners have set-up 
a plant with a capacity of 10,000 MT per annum for the manufacture of ECH at a 
huge investment. They have not set up this plant for idling. In fact no 
manufacturer can be expected to set-up the plant without any serious intention of 
supplying the material to its customers. The fact of the matter is that PAPL started 
buying material from TPL somewhere in 1999. Prior to that TPL was supplying 
ECH only to other domestic buyers but their sales to them kept on declining year 
after year i.e. from 1785 MT in 1996-97 to 1389 MT in 1997-98, 1241 MT in 1998- 
99 and to a mere 100 MT in 1999-2000, coinciding with the decline in landed 
prices of imported ECH, which came down from RS.71382/MT in 1996-97 to 
Rs.58167 per MT in 1999-2000. Both at the end of 1997-98 and 1998-99, they 
carried inventory of 1219 MT and 811 MT respectively. In the wake of these facts, 
it cannot reasonably be argued that TPL did not want to supply material to its 
buyers. They had all the reasons to explore all possibilities to sell off their 
material to buyers. 

Some of the parties have stated that the quality of ECH manufactured by 
TPL was not upto the mark and that the imported ECH was of a better quality for 
manufacture of epoxy resins of different grades. In this regard it is observed that 
TPL is an ISO 9002 accredited company. They have claimed that their product 
conforms to international standards set for ECH. A copy of characteristics of EGH 
manufactured by TPL and the imported ECH was also produced by the applicants 
which revealed that their product is fully compatible with the imported ECH with 
regard to various quality parameters. TPL are in the business of ECH for the last 
six years and ECH manufactured by them undergoes stringent quality checks 
before it is sent to the customers. Samples are tested at every stage of production 
starting from raw materials to the finished product. They have been supplying 
ECH to PAPL who manufactures epoxy resins for export purposes and to the 
pharmaceutical industry who are extremely quality conscious. In view of this it is 
considered that the quality of ECH provided by TPL was not the cause for 
increased imports. 

One factor that has been pointed out by some of the interested parties is 
the assertion of the Directors of TPL in their Balance Sheets that they restricted 
supplies of ECH to remunerative markets. I see nothing in this assertion that will 
support the claim that TPL refused supplies of ECH to their buyers. Obviously 
TPL could not have been expected to keep on producing ECH and sell it at heavy 
losses, when they were already carrying on inventories and were not able to sell 
even the small quality of ECH that they produced. 

As observed above, the reason for the domestic buyers to source their 
requirements of ECH though imports appeared to' be the cheaper prices of 
imports. In this context it is also important to observe that in the year 2001-02, the 
imports of ECH have increase*from 1102 MT in the First Quarter at an average 
CIF price of RS.53935/MT to 1232 MT in the Second Quarter at an average CIF 
price of Rs.45098/- MT and to 1905.6MT in the Third Quarter at an average CIF 
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price of Rs.38954/ MT. In January 2002, 731.5 MT of ECH was imported at an 
average CIF price of Rs. 38219/MT. It is thus observed that the quantum of ECH 
imports has been increasing with the declining prices. 

It has been argued by some of the parties that landed price of ECH 
imported in India showed an upward trend in 2000-01, providing a better 
opportunity to TPL to recover their costs. In this regard, I observe that the factors 
that influenced the prices of imported ECH must have also impacted upon the 
domestic production of ECH and, therefore, an increased CIF price of imported 
ECH does not necessarily mean that it provided an opportunity to TPL to improve 
their sales. As a matter of fact, all along TPL’s cost of production has been much 
higher than the landed price of imported ECH and they had been trying to sell 
ECH in domestic market keeping the landed price parity in view. 'An important 
aspect tilting the decision to procure ECH in favour of the imported material, 
however, has been the long credit periods between 90-120 days associated with 
the imports. As a sequel TPL also was forced to extend such facility to their 
buyers affecting their liquidity position. The problem was compounded by 
suspension of credit terms by IOC, Mathura on Propylene supplies. Another 
aspect worth noting is that in a falling market regime the domestic buyers expect 
prices to be fixed based on expected landed price parity to prevent any further 
bookings. Besides, spot prices most often tend to be significantly lower than 
contractual prices, which has a direct bearing on domestic prices. 

It has been argued by some parties that if the cause of injury to domestic 
producers was cheaper imports it does not hold good any longer as the import 
prices of ECH are likely to go up due to increase in the prices of raw materials 
Propylene and Chlorine and it has been suggested that decision to impose 
safeguard duty may be taken on the basis of prevailing international prices. In 
this regard it is observed that the current CIF prices of ECH cannot be the basis 
for arriving at a decision since post investigation price have no bearing on the 
prices prevailing during the period under consideration. The import prices may 
have increased due to various factors which would also influence the domestic 
cost of production. It is neither practicable nor desirable to base the findings on 
post investigation prices. 

It has also been claimed that the reason for the woes .of TPL is loss of uS 
export market that has declined and that*TPL made no serious efforts to improve 
their export performance and not the imports of ECH into the country. It has been 
further stated that since TPL has been exporting in the past rather than supplying 
the same to the Indian consumers the production of ECH to such an extent is not 
available to the domestic consumers. In this regard, it is observed that TPL has 
specifically mentioned in their application that in spite of the constraints they were 
forced to export ECH at low realisation to improve their capacity utilisation and to 
bring down cost. It is important to keep in mind that the production line of ECH is 
common to both domestic consumption and export market. A domestic industry 
that was not able to compete in the domestic market could hardly be expected to 
compete internationally. The injury caused by imports had its effect also on the 
export performance of TPL. However, TPL did supply 1500 MT of ECH to PAPL 
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(e) Installation of new mixer for Allyl Chloride production in ECH plant for 
reduced consumption of raw materials and for increasing the on stream 
efficiency. 


Some of the interested parties have expressed doubts about the feasibility 
of the adjustment plans and the likely quantum of savings in cost of production of 
ECH. With regard to the accelerated depreciation of TPL it has been stated that 
the maintenance cost in a chemical plant that too in a fully depreciated plant 
would be quite high and such costs would more than off set the reduction in the 
form of lower depreciation. Some of the interested parties have stated that the 
adjustment plans envisaged by TPL neither quantified the associated investments 
nor quantifies the likely benefit. The adjustment plan are mere statements, 
unsubstantiated and unaccompanied with necessary evidence. Some of the 
interested parties have claimed since TPL has commissioned the captive power 
plant and it is already operational ,the cost of chlorine should have already come 
down and, therefore, this cannot form part of their future adjustment plan. Similarly 
with regard to Allyl mixer plant it has been argued that the same has already been 
installed and benefits must have started accruing and, therefore, this also needs 
to be ignored. 

The adjustment plans furnished by the applicants have been examined. 
The cost reduction efforts on account of accelerated depreciation, though it may 
be in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles and the company 
may be entitled for such benefits but as the same cannot be recovered through 
product price, it needs to be excluded for the purpose of arriving at the cost df 
production and only normal rate of depreciation is being allowed in working out 
the quantum of safeguard duty. 

To reduce the power cost, steps have already been taken by TPL towards 
setting up of captive power generation facility. The facility has already been 
installed and expected to be commissioned by June 2002 which would get • 
stabilised over a period of next two years. This would also bring down 
considerably the maximum demand charges gradually over a period of time , that 
are being paid by TPL to the Tamil Nadu Electricity Board, and as a sequel 
chlorine cost could be reduced considerably. The Allyl Chloride Mixer has been 
commissioned in March 2002 after the notice of initiation for safeguard 
investigation was issued. Efforts are being made by TPL to stabilise the reactor 
for efficienct consumption norms, which would depend to a considerable extent on 
the capacity utilisation. All this is an ongoing exercise, which would continue for 
increasing the efficiency and onstream factor to the optimum. As regards the 
terminal at Ennore, TPL has promoted a company Van Ommeren Mac Tank 
Terminals now known as Vopak Sical Terminal Limited with equity participation by 
Vopak (40%), Sical (5%), TPL (35%) and TIDCO (11%). TPL have proposed 
setting up of 32 tanks for handling a variety of petro-chemical products and have 
already acquired about 30 acres of land for the project. They have obtained 
necessary clearances from the Tamilnadu Pollution Control Board. The raw 
material and finished product traffic figures of the TPL project have been factored 
in the overall traffic figures of the first corporatised por t j n the country. The port. 
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has already started commercial operation since June 2001 handling Coal for the 
thermal power plant set up by TNEB. SICAL a sister company of TPL is the sole 
handling agency for coal. Phase II of the port envisages setting up of 4 berths,,8 
for liquid cargoes and one for coal. The port authorities have already obtained, in 
principle clearance from the Government of India for these projects. The..port 
management have called for an expression of interest for a marine liquid terminal 
at Ennore. TPL have submitted their documents for the same which is expected 
to be finalised by end of September 2002. The Ennore port expects this to be 
operational by 2004. TIDCO has al9o proposed a petrochemical park adjacent to 
the port and have already acquired about 2500 acres of land and a number of 
prospective players are in talk with TIDCO. There is a possibility of a co-¬ 
operative effort on this front between TPL & TIDCO. After due analysis of the 
restructuring plans and keeping in view the possibility of implementation of the 
plans , it is considered that the domestic producer would need protection for a 
period of three years to prevent occurrence of serious injury and to make 
positive adjustment to the competition offered by imports. 


Public Interest 

Some of the parties have argued that imposition of safeguard duty would 
not serve any public interest. On the contrary imposition of safeguard duty would 
severely prejudice the public interest as a number of end user industry may close 
down. In this regard, it is observed that the expression ‘public interest’ does not 
cover in its ambit consumer interest alone. It is a much wider term, which covers 
in its ambit the general social welfare taking into account the larger community 
interest. While the imposition of safeguard duty may result in increased cost of 
imported ECH in the hands of buyers and, therefore, it may also effect the end 
products manufactured therefrom, it is important to keep in mind the objective of 
imposition of safeguard duty. The purpose of imposition of safeguard duty is to 
provide time to the domestic industry to make positive adjustment to meet with the 
new situation of competition offered by the increased impprts. The imposition of 
safeguard duty, for the period and to the extent just adequate, would, therefore, 
not only minimise the adverse effect, if any, for the customers but also allow them 
a wider choice to source their requirements and at competitive prices. The 
domestic producers who have set up plants with huge public investments provide 
employment to a large number of people and make valuable contribution to the 
national economy. ‘Safeguard duty’, which would enable the domestic producers 
to survive in the face of competition offered by the increased imports, will, 
therefore, also be in the long-term interest of the buyers of ECH as well as of the 
buyers of products manufactured therefrom. It is, therefore, considered that 
imposition of safeguard duty on ECH will be in public interest. 

Some of the parties have argued that the applicant being the sole producer 
of ECH, imposition of safeguard duty would lead to a monopolistic situation and 
TPL would exploit the domestic market. It is appropriate to observe here that the 
domestic producer has a total capacity of 10,000 TPA as compared to 
substantially higher capacity of exporters. The imports of ECH are allow^ into 
India without any quantity restrictions. In the light of unrestricted imports it is not 
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correct to presume that TPL enjoyed/enjoys any monopoly particularly when 
imports accounted for about 70%, on an average, of the apparent domestic 
consumption during the period 1998-99 to 2001-02 (upto January). The law also 
does not envisage that interest of a single producer should not be protected even 
if it rightly deserves to be protected. Imposition of safeguard duty is not aimed at 
encouraging monopolistic practices but at protecting the interests of domestic 
producers, if increased imports cause or threaten to cause serious injury to them 
so as to allow them time to make positive adjustment with the new situation of 
competition offered by the increased imports. 

Some of the parties have argued that TPL is not capable of meeting with 
the domestic demand of ECH and hence any imposition of safeguard duty would 
benefit only PAPL, to whom TPL are committed to supply ECH. It has been 
claimed that the capacity created by TPL is never tested in terms of actual 
production on continuous basis and the maximum achieved production can only 
be considered as the capacity of TPL. In this regard, it is observed that the 
domestic producer has furnished documentary evidence of their capacity on a 
confidential basis. They have stated that production can be stepped up in a short 
span of time if the opportunity is afforded to them to run the plant at higher load 
factor and meet the demand. I do not agree that in the circumstances of this case, 
where domestic producers were not able to sell the material to buyers only the 
quantity produced should be considered the capacity of the plant. In the absence 
of any evidence made available to the contrary, no ground exists to hold that they 
do not have adequate capacity to meet the domestic demand or to hold that the 
imports were necessitated because TPL was not in a position to cater. 

Further, it is observed that TPL has set up a plant with installed capacity of 
10,000 MT per annum. As verified, TPL achieved the highest production of 547 
MTs in a month and 28.14 MT in a single day. Accordingly, there is no doubt that 
they can produce 6500 - 8500 MT per annum of ECH. As against this the 
Apparent Domestic consumption of ECH during the last three years i.e. 1999- 
2000, 2000-01 & 2001 -02 (upto January) has been of the order of 6000 to 8000 
MT per annum, including the requirement of PAPL. In view of the above, I 
observe that it will not be fair to hold that TPL are not able to cater to the domestic 
requirements of ECH. 

It may also be pertinent to mention here that consequent to Ciba India Pvt. 

Ltd. (CIPL) divesting their status in PAPL in favour of Vantico Performance 
Polymers Pvt. Ltd., TPL had to agree to waive the right of first refusal in respect of 
shares sought to be sold, cessation of existing supply agreement for supply of 
ECH to PAPL to be superseded by a new supply agreement and release CIPL 
from its obligation and duties subsisting under various agreements. In 
consideration of this premature termination of the contracts and for surrendering 
the above rights a sum of Rs.630,248 thousands was settled by CIPL as 
compensation to be paid to TPL Besides PAPL has opposed imposition of 
safeguard duty on ECH as a consumer of ECH and being the largest 
manufacturer of epoxy resins although PAPL is jointly owned by TPL alongwith 
M/s. Vantico International. There is, therefore, no ground to presume that interest 
of TPL and PAPL coincide in seeking safeguard duty imposition on ECH. 

I :hu 1 
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It is, therefore, considered that imposition of safeguard duty on ECH will be 
in Public Interest. 


Provisional Safeguard Duty 

Since on completion of the investigation final findings have been made, it is 
not considered necessary to recommend any provisional measures in the present 
case. 


Share of Countries in Export to India 

As per verified information, the share of countries in export of ECH to India 
during 2001 -02 (upto January) was as under: 


Country/terrltory 

Quantity 

(MT) 

%age 

share 

Belgium 

618 

12.43 

Germany 

1109 

22.31 

Japan 

364 

•7.32 

Korea RP 

1515 

30.48 

USA 

1365 

27.46 

Total 

4971 

|~~ 100 


CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 


In view of the findings above, it is concluded that increased imports of ECH 
into India have caused and further threatened to cause serious injury to the 
domestic producers of ECH and it will be in the Public interest, to impose 
safeguard duty for a period of three years on imports of ECH into India. 


In arriving at the amount of safeguard duty that would be adequate to 
prevent serious injury to the domestic industry and facilitate positive adjustment, 
the peculiar circumstances of the domestic industry, particularly their low capacity 
utilisation has been kept in mind and accordingly two alternatives have been 
considered for working out the quantum of safeguard duty. One based on the cost 
of production for which the duly verified cost of production for ECH for the period 
2000-01 (audited accounts) and for 2001-02 (un-audited), after making suitable 
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adjustments and providing only normal depreciation as against accelerated 
depreciation and the probable cost of manufacture at optimum capacity 
(Confidential) being more reflective of the true cost has been taken into account. 
The domestic producers have claimed a certain amount of profit on the basis of 
expected return on capital employed etc. which is considered to be on the higher 
side and, therefore, a lower amount of profit (confidential) based on the weighted 
average cost of production has been considered appropriate and allowed. 
Similarly, the C.I.F. import prices of ECH also have been considered on verified 
weighted average basis for the year 2001-02 (upto January). Adjustments have 
been made in the C.I.F. import price for credit terms and landing charges on an 
average basis. Change in the applicable rate of customs duty, if any, has been 
taken into account in working out the landed price of imported ECH. The other 
calculation has been based on the extent of benefit flowing from the restructuring 
qf domestic industry. The amount of safeguard duty so recommended has been 
restricted to the lower of the two being the minimum that would be adequate to 
remove injury to the domestic industry and to facilitate them to adjust to the import 
competition. 


Considering the need to progressively liberalise the safeguard duty in order 
to facilitate positive adjustments by the domestic industry, it is recommended that 
safeguard duty be imposed on imports of ECH into India at the rates specified 
below on ad-valorem basis for a period of three years as under being the 
minimum necessary for the protection of the domestic industry from the serious 
injury caused and further threatened to be caused by the increased imports of 
ECH. 


Period 

Level of Total 
Protection 
Recommended 
(%) 

Existing Duty 
(%) 

Safeguard Duty 
Recommended 

(%) 

(2-3) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

First Year 

25+22 

1 * 

22 

Second Year 

25+15 

25% 

15 

Third Year 

25+09 


09 


[F.No. SG/INV/1/2002] 
R.K, GUPTA, Director General (Safeguards) 
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